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•Quick, Thomas J. Stair, Robert N. 
Rappuhn, Alfred A., Stassevitch, Paul s. 

Jr. Stewart, Richard C. 
Riggan, James M., Jr.Stout, Harry R. 
Riordan, Gilbert A. Sup, George C. 
Roberts, William K. Swanstrom, Willis E. 
Rodgers, Donald L. Sweeder, Stanley E. 
Ryder, Donald F. Taylor, Huling F ., Jr. 
*Sar, Raymond V. *Torrey, Julian A. 
Schmucker, StanleyTribble, Gordon B. B. 

K. Valentine, Earnest 
Schniedwind. Robert Vehorn, Cha rles M. 

F. Vrolyk, Raymond F. 
Schwartz, Mathew J. Walery, Kenneth F. 
Serrie, John A., Jr. Waring, ~verett D. 
Sh oles, Charles W. Warren, Burtis "W" 
Simons, Joseph T. West, Gordon R . 
S ist erhenm, William Whit ely, Joseph M. 

H. Whitney, William J. 
*Slattery, Francis L. Whittaker, Gordon S. 
Smelz, Jervis L. Williams, Elmer R. 
Smerdon, John E., · Jr. Williams, James E. 
Smith, George E. Wilson, James G. 
Smith. James J. *Windley, William D. 
Smith, James V. •wooldridge, Arthur 
Smit h , John E. R ., Jr. 
Smith, Wendell K. Caskey, James C. 
Spruit, Robert E. 
To be assistant surgeons with the rank of 

lieuten ant (junior grade) 
Chace, John F. 
Moorman, Elmer R. 
Watkins, George S. 

To be assistant paymaster with the rank of 
lieutenant (junior grade) 

McCreary, Arthur D. 
To be assistant paymasters with the rank of 

ensign 
Babler, Richard F. Pope, George S., Jr. 
Bach, Charles F ., Jr. Primm, Jules R. 
Beamon, Charles W. Robinson, James A. 
Benz, Norman E. Ronayne, William D. 
Carothers, Rodney P. Sampson, William J. 
Comfort, John R. Schmidt, Maurice L. 
Curtis, Ralph E. · Schmitt, Joseph D. 
Day, Robert D. Senulis, Alexander D. 
De Pourtales, Louis J. Sherrell, David P. 

E. 
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Simpson, Harvey 
Fairfield, George W. Slater, Thornton L. 
Fargason, James E. Smith, William C., Jr. 
Farnham, Benjamin L.Smith, .William C. 
Goodreau, George H. Starbody, John L. 
Harris, Melvin W. Taylor, William L. 
Hart, B1lly W. Williams, George W. 
Holland, Donald E. Bauer, Alle.n F; 
Jongeward, Keith W. Hill, WilHam H. 
Kees, John D. . Odell, Jack G. 
Keidel, Charles J. Parfitt, Arthur R. 
McAdams, Robert J. Scott, Joseph E. 
McKenna, James E. Meyer, Milton, Jr. 
Mulvee, PaulL. Smith, Frank W., Jr. 
O'Leary, Joseph J. Crowell, Julian E., Jr. 
Pooler, Richard P. Jordan, Robert L. 
To be assistant civil engineers with the rank 

of ensign 
Burch, Bobby F. 
Chadwick, Dean 0. 
Daub, Leland A. 
Ellis, Darl A. 
Hoskins, Dalton 
Malvin, David W. 
Marron, J ames P. 

Michael, Edwin M. 
Mulder, William H. 
Ross, Willard A. 
White, Richard D. 
Young, Robert "C" 
Scanlan, Melvin E. 

To be assistant dental surgeons with the 
rank of lieutenant (junior grade) 

Brimer, Eugene L., Jr. Nystul, Oliver G. 
Carney, Bruce H. Sancier, Henry J. 
Crossmire, George B. Scrivener, Charles A. 
Fowler, James M. Shearn, Raymond S. 
Kraske, Leonard M. 

To be chief torpedoman 
Van Gorder, Keith R. 

To be chief pharmacist 
Baker, Lewis G. 

IN THE MARINE CORPS 

APPOINTMENT IN THE REGULAR MARINE CORPS 

Richard J . Sullivan to be second lieutenant 
h i the Regular Marine Oorps from November 
16, 1943. 

HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES 
THU~SDAY, APRIL 24, 1947 

The House met at 12 o'clock noon. 
The Chaplain, Rev. James Shera 

Montgomery, D. D., offered the following 
prayer: 

Thou God of the human heart, teach 
us the gladness of life which is respon
sive to Thy message through Nature. 
We thank Thee for the promise of re
turning springtime, for radiant sunlight 
and blue sky; for leaf, flower, and fruit 
which are beginning to clothe dale and 
hillside. All about us Thy beautiful world 
is thrilling with new life. Surely the 
heavens declare the glory of God and 
the ·firmament showeth His handiwork. 

Today, our Father, awaken in us a like 
renewal, lest cold doubt cause it to die 
out. 0 Spirit of God, direct us and rule 
us, and broaden our spiritual vision. 
Clothe us, we pray, with that wisdom 
that never fails to bear fruits of happi
ness and good will. Bless our Speaker 
and be very near to every Member of . 
the Congress. In the name of our Sav.:. 
iour we pray. Amen. 

The Journal of the proceedings of yes
terday was read and approved. 

MESSAGE F:rtOM THE SENATE 

A message from the Senate, by Mr. 
Frazier, its legislative clerk, announced 
that the Senate had passed without 
amendment a joint resolution of the 
House of the following title: 

H. J. Res. 140. Joint resolution to restore 
the name of Hoover Dam. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

. Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin asked and 
was given ·permission to extend his re
marks in the RECORD and include the 
minority views on House Joint Resolu
tioJ! 153. 

PERMISSION TO ADDRESS THE HOUSE 

Mr. SMITH of Wi~consin. Mr. 
Speaker, I ask unanimous consent to ad
dress the House for 1 minute, and to re
vise and extend my remarks, and to in
clude a letter and statement by Mr. 
Chester T. Lane, Lend-Lease Adminis
trator. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Wis
consin? 

There was no objection. 
[Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin addressed 

the House. His remarks appear in the 
Appendix.] 

MILDRED HICKS 

Mr. LECOMPTE. Mr. Speaker, by 
direction of the Committee on House 
Administ ration, I offer a privileged reso
lution <H. Res. 182) and ask for its 
immediate 'consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol
lows: 

Resolved, That there shall be paid out of 
the contingent fund of the House to Mildred 
Hicks, widow of R. C. Hicks, late an em
ployee of the House, an amount equal to 6 
mon'ths' salary at the rate he was receiving 
at the time of his death . and an additional 
amount not to exceed $250 toward defraying 
the funeral expenses of the said R. C. Hicks. 

The resolution was agreed to. 

SELECT COMMITTEE ON SMALL BUSINESS 

Mr. LECOMPTE. Mr. Speaker, by 
direction of the Committee on House 
Administration, I offer a privileged reso
lution <H. Res. 191) and ask for its 
immediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, as fol
lows: , 

Resolved, That the expenses of the in
vestigat ion and stucly to be conduct ed by 
the select committee aut horized by House 
Resolution 18 of the Eightiet h Congress, not 
to exceed $60,000, including expenditures 
for the employment of investigators, attor
neys, and clerical, stenographic, and other 
assistants, shall be paid out of the con
t ingent fund of the House on vouchers au
thorized by such committ ee, signed by the 
chairman thereof, and approved by the Com
mittee on House Administration. 

The resolution was agreed to. 
RETIREMENT OF THE NATIONAL DEBT 

Mr. COLE of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, 
I ask unanimous consent to address the 
House for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the -request of the gentleman from 
Kansas? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. COLE of Kansas. Mr. Speaker, 

I have introduced a bill today which, 
for the first time, 1ixes a definite policy 
for an orderly retirement of the na
tional debt. 

The debt can be reduced, but unless 
we act immediately the huge burden 
will be frozen into a permanent debt 
and never paid. 

My proposal is simple: The establish
ment of a sinking fund of $10,000,000,000 
each year to pay upon the interest and 
principal of the public debt. 

Perhaps an unusual feature -of the pro
posal, however, is the direction given the 
Sec:r:etary of the Treasury to take money 
from a definite source of revenue-the 
estate tax-and place it in the sinking 
fund. 

The interest ·on the public debt always 
has been considered a fixed charge, 
which must be paid each year. My pro
posal would place in the same category 
a payment on the principal of the debt. 
Thereafter, neither the Executive nor 
Congress could ignore the policy of debt 
reduction. 

Unless the bill I have introduced, or 
some similar plan, is adopted, the future 
generations of America will be saddled 
with this permanent burden and the 
economy of our country placed in grave 
danger. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mrs. LUS~ <at the request of Mr; Mc
CORMACK) was given permission to ex
tend her remarks in the RECORD and in
clude certain telegrams and other data. 

Mr. COLE of Kansas asked and was 
given permission to extend his remarks 
in the RECORD and include a bill he in
troduced today. 

Mr. REEVES asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD and include an editorial. 

Mr. POTTS asked and was given per-· 
mission to e~tend his remarks in the 
RECORD with respect to St. Ann's Church 
in Bronx County. · 

Mr. BRYSON asked and was given per
mission to revise and extend his remarks 
and include an editorial. 
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COMMITTEE ON BANKING AND CURRENCY 

Mr. WOLCOTT. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent that the House Com
mittee on Banking and Currency may 
meet this afternoon notwithstanding the 
fact that the House may be in session. 

The ·sPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mich
igan? 

There was no objection. 
RECLAMATION PROGRAM 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute and to revise and extend 
my remarks. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ari
zona? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Speaker, on 

May 8 last year, I took the floor for 1 
minute to protest the Interior Depart
ment appropriation bill brought up that 
day. Today we have an Interior appro
priations bill coming before us which is 
far worse than the one of la.st year. I 
feel that the bill as proposed today deals 
a stunning blow to the progress of the 
West, and I, for one, shall have plenty of 
protest about some of its recommenda
tions. 

Among many other bad features, I am 
especially concerned about the reclama
tion program. Not to go now into de
tail, I note that existing reclamation, al
though hit hard, has suffered less than 
future reclamation under terms of this 
bill an~ under its philosophy. It is one 
thing to destroy a farmer's crops, but it 
is even worse to destroy his seed com so 
that he can have no future crops. The 
great reclamation program for western 
farm land suffers in this bill a steriliz
ing action which aims to prevent future 
reclamation even more than it checks 
existing reclamation. 

It remains to be seen how the progres
sive forward-looking citizens of the 17 
Western States will regard the wisdom of 
the committee that brings such a bill as 
this before Congress. Of all the phony 
economy that I have ever heard proposed 
on the floor of this chamber, in my con
sidered judgment this is the worst. 

CASH PAYMENT OF TERMINAL LEAVE 
FOR ENLISTED MEN 

Mr. BRYSON. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
for 1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from South 
Carolina? 

There. was no objection. 
Mr. BRYSON. Mr. Speaker, I have re

cently received a concurrent resolution 
adopted by the South Carolina General 
Assembly which is now in session re
questing the Congress to pass legislation 
for the immediate cash payment of ter
minal leave for enlisted personnel who 
have been discharged from our armed 
services. 

My own bill, H. R. 219, would permit 
applicants for terminal-leave pay to 
elect payment in cash in lieu of bonds 
and provide that .bonds already issued 
for that purpose should be redeemable 

at any time. That bill was introduced on 
January 3, the opening day of this ses
sion of Congress. Some 25 similar bills 
have been introduced, and, indeed, there 
is now on the Speaker's desk a petition 
for motion for discharge of one of those 
bills, H. R. 3, introduced by the distin
guished gentleman from Florida [Mr. 
ROGERS]. . 

I have received a great many letters 
and I want to read one paragraph from 
a letter from a veteran: 

I am in a spot and really need $150. I 
have my leave bond but it won't do me any 
good. I will even tell you why. My house 
will be finished in just a few weeks and if I 
haven't the $150 for the closing fees such as 
taxes and insurance the house will have to 
go to someone else. So please try and get me 
a special permit to cash my bond. Please, 1! 
you ever do anything for our sake. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. LANE asked and was given permis
sion to extend his remarks in the RECORD 
and include a poem. 

SPECIAL ORDER GRANTED 

Mr. PRICE of Dlinois. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that after the 
disposition of business on the Speaker's 
desk and the conclusion of special or
ders heretofore entered I may address the 
House for 30 minutes on Monday next. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from 
Dlinois? 

There was no objection. 
EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. HUBER asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD and include a newspaper edi
torial. 

Mr. GORDON asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in .the· 
REcoRD and include a letter that was 
sent to President Harry S. Truman by 
the Polish Roman Catholic Union of 
America.-

Mr. RAINS asked 'and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in the 
REcoRD on the subject of Federal aid to 
education and include therewith a letter. 

Mr. ROONEY asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD in three instances, in one to in
clude an editorial from the Brooklyn 
Eagle of April 21, in·another an editorial 
from the Washington Post of April 23, 
and in the third a letter to the editor of 
the New York Times. 

Mr. McCORMACK asked and was giv
en permission to extend his remarks in 
the RECORD and include a telegram re
ceived by him. 

Mr. SABATH asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD and include an address by Rabbi 
Norman Gerstenfeld delivered over radio 
station WMAL. 

Mr. ARNOLD asked and was given per
mission to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. RANKIN. Mr. Speaker, I ask 
unanimous consent to extend my re
marks in the RECORD and include an ar
ticle on the spy rin,g recently uncovered 
1n this country and Canada. It exceeds 
the limit and I have a statement from 

the Printing Office which says that the 
cost will be $443.75. Of course, it will 
cost nothing actually except the paper 
and ink, but it is of such vital importance 
that I think it should · gQ in the RECORD 
at this time. 

The· SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Mis
sissippi? 

There was no objection. 
CONTINUATION OF RENT CONTROL 

Mr. KLEIN. Mr. s ·peaker, I ask unani
mous consent to address the House !or 
1 minute. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from New 
York? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. KLEIN. Mr. Speaker, it is in the 

housing shortage that the only valid 
grounds for rent control can be found. 
The majority leadership knows that the 

· American people do not want decontrol of 
rentals. Furthermore, a limited exten
sion will obviously keep the rent control 
.problem in a state of turmo~l. At ·the 
height of next winter's coal and housing 
shortage, the problem would again be 
renewed with obvious further 'inroads in
to any competent administration. If 
rent control is kept ·in a continual state 
of turmoil, it will in practice be crippled 
and discredited. . . 

In refusing to face the issue, the ma
jority leadership is behaving in this re
spect exactly as it is with reference to. the 
veterans' housing program. Veterans' 
housing is crippled in answer to selfish 
real-estate interests who are seeking to 
make fantastic profits at the cost of the 
veter~ns' urgent and really tragic need. 
That same real-estate lobby is organized 
in a demand for the complete elimina
tion of rent control. 
· ·We have seen a tremendously rich and 
powerful lo,bby sweep down upon Con
gress. With cries of ghoulish glee they 
mutilated and murdered the OPA and 
now they are concentrating their efforts 
on rent controL Restraints and rest ric
tions were called off. "Free enterprise" 
was to have its chance and the people 
were to be relieved of onerous govern
ment controls. Business was to get out 
from under Government interference and 
be allowed to stirge freely ahead. 

We are seeing where soaring prices are . 
t ald.ng us. Let us stop the flood. Keep 
effective rent control. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. HOFFMAN asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD on two subjects. 

DEPARTMENT OF INTERIOR 
APPROPRIATIONS 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I call up 
House Resolution 194 and ask for its im
mediate consideration. 

The Clerk read the resolution, a.s fol
lows: 

Resolved, That, notwithStanding the pro
visions of clause 2, rule XXI, it shall be in 
order 'to consider, without the intervention 
of any point of order, in connection with the 
consideration of the bill (H. R. 3123) mak
ing appropriations for the Department of 
the Interior for the fiscal year ending June 



1947 _CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 3949 
30, 1948, and for other purposes, the appro
priation and language contained in the bill 
on page 50, lines 13 to 21, inclusive, and on 
page 81 , lines 1 to 9, inclusive. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 30 
minutes to the gentleman from Illinois 
[Mr. SABATH]. 

Mr. Speaker, less than 7 weeks after 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
FENTON] took his seat in Congress in 
1939 he pioneered legislation to help the 
anthracite industry and the men, wom
en, and children dependent upon it for a 
livelihood by introducing a bill to pro-

. vide for the rehabilitation of the anthra
cite industry by providing for the estab
lishment and operation of a research 
laboratory in the Pennsylvania anthra-
cite region. -

The bill provided for investigation of 
the mining, preparation and. utilization 
of anthracite, for the development of new 
uses and markets, for improvement of 
health and safety in mining, and for a 
comprehensive study of the region to aid 
in the solution of its economic problems. 

The authorization act passed both 
Houses in the Seventy-seventh Congress, 
and was signed by the President on 
December 18, 1942. · 

Funds to construct thelaboratory were 
not requested until the last session of 
Congress and the appropriation of $450,-
000 passed toth Houses, and was signed 
into law on July 1 past. 

Although the gentleman from Penn
sylvania [Mr. FENTON] was the father 
of this legislation, -and despite tepeated 
written artd verbal requests to the Sec
retary of the Interior's office and to the 
Bureau of Mines the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. FENTON] was unable 
to secure any real information until he 
became a member of the Appropriations 
Committee. 

Such discourteous and disrespectful 
treatment of Members of Congress by 
any department or agency of the Federal 
Government should be terminated once 
and for all. 

From the evidence that has developed 
in the hearings on this item it is clear 
to even disinterested observers that poli
tics of the worst kind entered into the 
selection of Hazleton, Pa., as the site for 
the laboratory. Demands have been 
made from the public and the press for 
a thorough investigation. 

That the public welfare continues to 
rate second to political considerations on 
the part of some officials in Washington 
was never more clearly demonstrated 
than in the petty jockeying which has 
marked the tedious progress of a project, 
which is one of the most practical and 
constructive yet conceived to solve the 

. sorry plight of the coal fields. 
It will interest this Congress to know 

that before the November .election of last 
year, the War Assets Administration at 
the request of the United States Bureau 
of Mines and former Congressman 
Flood, froze a building in Hanover Town
ship, near Wilkes-Barre, Pa. , to be con
sidered for the site of the laboratory. 

However, when Congressman Flood 
was defeated in the last election some 
other individuals got active, and the re
port of the Bureau of Mines' engineers 
shows that it was as late as December 

16, 1946, that the Secretary of the Inte
rior sent letters out which resulted in his 
selecting two individuals from Luzerne 
County, Pa., to serve on a site-selection 
committee. Another letter was sent out 
on December 23, to another individual 
from Philadelphia, which is outside of 
the coal regions, who became the third 
member of this site committee. 

Despite countless -inquiries to the Sec
retary of the Interior and the Bureau of 
Mines, Mr. FENTON was unable to get any 
information as to what action the Secre
tary was taking, and he was amazed and 
astounded on January 8 last when he 
read a newspaper article which stated 
that the Secretary of the Interior had 
selected a committee of three and the 
laboratory site would be selected on 
January 9, the following day. 

In desperation and to protect the fu
ture interests of the anthracite industry 
and the people dependent upon it for a 
livelihood, Mr. FENTON immediately pro
tested to the Secretary of the. Interior 
and the Director of the Bureau of Mines, 
but was unable to secure any further in
formation and did not know that Hazle
ton had been selected as the laboratory 
site until a correspondent from one of 
the national press associations dashed 
into his office about 12 o'clock on Janu
ary 10 last and broke the news that the 
Secretary of the Interior had made the 
announcement. 

Public Law 812, Seventy-seventh Con
gress, authorizing the establishment of 
an Anthracite Research Laboratory, sec
tion 2, provides that-

For the purpose of this act the Secretary, 
acting through· the United States Bureau of 
Mines, is authorized to acquire land and in
terestr therein. 

Despite the specific provisions of the 
act, the Secretary of the Interior named 
the site selection committee of three 
members, none of whom were officials or 
employees of the Bureau of Mines, and 
approved the recommendation of this site 
committee that the Anthracite Research 
Laboratory be established at Hazleton, 
Pa., the home community of one of the 
three members of the site committee. 

It also developed at the hearing that 
the only member of the site committee 
who actually saw the site was the mem
ber of the committee from Hazleton. 
This same committee member, the day 
after he help2d pick the site in his home 
community, wrote to a Member of Con· 
gress under date of January 10 last and 
stated: .. 

Entering the meeting my preference was 
Summit Hill for reasons which later could 
not stand up under the qualifications out
lined by the Bureau of M~nes in their analysts 
of locations, for Instance, access1b111ty was 
one of the requirements and housing was 
another. 

In other words, gentlemen, this mem
ber of the site committee admits that he 
went into the meeting with a fixed opin
ion, although this is questionable, in view 
of the fact that he was the only member 
of the committee that saw the site that 
was selected in his home community of 
Hazleton. 

With reference to section 2 of the en
abling act, which provides that the Sec-

retary shall acquire the land and inter
ests therein by actin,g through the United 
States -Bureau of Mines, the Director of 
the Bureau of Mines recognized this pro.
vision of the law when he sent out a let
ter dated July 10, 1946, and enclosed a 
questionnaire to secure certain informa
tion which would be useful in selecting a 
site for the Anthracite Research Labora
tory by stating: 

The Bureau's engineers will correlate the 
data obtained from the questionnaires, ex
amine likely sites, and recommend a location 
to the Secretary of the Interior. 

It was established during the hearings 
that although the Bureau of Mines engi
neers examined the 35 sites. available, 
they were not permitted by the Secretary 
of the Interior to recommend a specific 
location to the Secretary of the Interior, 
as provided in the act authorizing the 
establishment of the laboratory. 

Examination of the report of the 
Bureau of. Mines' engineers indicated 
they favored locating the laboratory at 
Schuylkill Haven, Pa. 

Despite the preponderance of evidence 
presented at the hearings showing that 
the Secretary of the Interior had com
pletely ignored the provision of the act 
in appointing a site committee~ and sub
sequent written and verbal protests to 
the Secretary, the Secretary insisted that 
he "found no adequate reason for over
ruling the recommendation of the 
committee." 

Members of the Appropriations Com
mit.tee held a conference with the D'irec~ 
tor of the Bureau of Mines, and it was 
agreed that the Bureau of Mines' engi
neers who made the actual survey would 
be made available for interrogation, and 
this meeting was held. 

One of the two Bureau of Mines' en
gineers who made the survey, and who 
was authorized to speak for the other 
engineer, informed the members of the 
Appropriations Committee that of all 
the available 35 sites surveyed they se
lected Schuylkill Haven, Pa., as the best 
site for the laboratory. This informa
tion definitely confirmed the evidence 
presented during the hearings that the 
Secretary of the Interior disregarded 
both the letter and spirit of the act. 

It is the intent of Congress that the 
laboratory be established where it will 
best serve the purposes fm: which it is 
intended, :tnd that the taxpayers' money 
be well and wisely spent. From the fac
tual evidence presented, the Appropria
tions Committee concluded that this 
purpose can best be achi ·ved by estab
lishing the laboratory in the immediate 
area where the largest anthracite re
serves are located, and which, of cour~e. 
means where the future problems of the 
anthracite industry will develop. 

In view of the attitude of the Secre
tary of the Interior, the Appropriations 
Committee has had no other ahernative 
·but to recommend cancellation of all 
funds now available, and reappropriate 
funds for the construction of the labora
tory at Schuylkill Haven, Pa., ta'5 recom
mended by the Bureau of Mines' en
gineers who made the survey, in order to 
carry out both the letter and spirit of 
the authorization act. 
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The Members of the House, in the 

face of the evidence that has been pre
sented, and . the specific provisions of 
the authorization act, would be derelict 
in their duty if they did. not support the 
recommendations of the Appropriations 
Committee in this matter. 

Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, all this 
resolution does is to waive points of or
der and make in order consideration of 
the legislation contained in the appro
priation bill. The legislation has been 
explained by the aentleman from Penn
sylvania [Mr. RicH], and I believe it is up 
to the membership of the House to vote 
on this as on any other proposition, as to 
whether the recommendations of the Ap- · 
propriations Committee changing the 
site from that which has been recom
mended by a special committee desig
nated by the Secretary of the Interior, 
should be adopted or not. I may say that 
notwithstanding the reading of the re
port by the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania, the Secretary of the Interior has 
acted in good faith. He selected three 
men, one a labor man, one representing 
industry, and one who was not interested 
in any site and represented the public. 
These three men have recommended a 
site---1 of 7 that had been recommended 
out of 35 previously considered. I feel, 
therefore, the Secretary of the Interior 
acted in good faith: but, nevertheless, · 
the evidence presented before the Rules 
Committee is such that, in my opinion, 
and in the opinion of members of the 
Rules Committee, points of order should 
be waived and the provision should be 
permitted to be taken up and consid
ered. It provides for $450,000 for what I 
understand is a laboratory that may 
bring about greater efficiency and safety 
in the coal fields and may bring about a 
reduction in the cost of mining coal. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. SABATH. I yield to the gentle
man from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. This is the lab
oratory that was provided last year under 
the Democratic administration? 

Mr. SABATH. Yes. 
Mr. McCORMACK. We pursued the 

ordinary method of having a commission 
appointed or authorizing the appoint
ment of a commission to select a site; is 
that correct? 

Mr. SABATH. That is correct. 
Mr. McCORMACK. I understand that 

commission was constituted of Mr. 
Thomas Kennedy, who is a very promi
nent labor leader in the coal-miners or
ganization, also the dean of the Univer
sity of Pennsylvania, also the president 
of the Anthracite Operators Association. 
Is my information correct? 

Mr. SABATH. The gentleman is al
ways correct from my point of view. 

Mr. McCORMACK. They selected a 
site? 

Mr. SABATH. Yes. 
Mr. McCORMACK. The Appropria

tions Committee, exercizing a rare juris
diction or responsibility-! have never 
seen it done before in my 19 years as a 
Member-selects a definite site rather 
than letting the agency of government 
"Jelect a site through a commission ap-

pointed or through a board, is that cor
rect? 

Mr. SABATH. Yes, sir. 
Mr. McCORMACK. This is really a 

fight between two Republican Members 
from Pennsylvania? 

Mr. SABATH. That I do not know. 
Of course, that is not the only thing I 
do not know about this matter. This, 
however, I do not know about. 

Mr. McCORMACK. It is most unfor
tunate that this important thing from 
the Republican angle should deteriorate 
into a matter of congressional-district 
patronage. 

Mr. SABATH. The gentleman from 
Massachusetts should know by this time 
that it has always been my policy to 
leave any matters of that kind to the 
membership of the House. 

LABORATORY MAY BRING REDUCED PRICES 

From the evidence that was presented 
before the committee, I could not do any
-thing else but act favorably upon the 
rule, and that v;as also the position of 
my colleagues on that committee. I be
lieve that the original authorization was 
in the right direction, and the laboratory 
should be erected as speedily as possible 
because, as I say, it may bring about a 
reduction in the cost of production of 
coal, and perhaps an equal reduction in 
price to the coal users. 

I may say that I read only a few days 
ugo that there has been a reduction of 
50 cents per ton here in the District of 
Columbia. I hope to God that similar 
reductions will be made throughout the 
United States, and that we will have not 
only a reduction in the cost of coal but 
in the prices of all products that enter 
into the cost of living. 

GRATIFIED BY PRESIDENT'S MOVE TO BRING 
LOWEit PRICES 

I have been pleased and gratified, Mr. 
Speaker, as can be readily understood by 
those who have heard me for three long 
years as I pointed out the rapidly rising 
spiral of living costs, by the firm stand 
which has been taken by the President 
in regard to price increases, and by his 
demands that prices to consumers be 
reduced. 

I have been equally gratified by the ac
tion taken by some industrialists, re
tailers, and wholesalers to actually re
duce prices. Recently we have seen ad
vertisements in the Washington news
papers announcing price cuts, not only in 
coal, which I have mentioned, but in 
clothing and foods. 

I believe that all members received 
yesterday a telegram from one. big wire · 
and cable manufacturing company an
nouncing reductions of prices on their 
products and the agreement with unions 
for increased wages. Today all of us 
received another similar wire from 
Char.les Luckman, of Lever Bros., an
nouncing reductions in the price of soaps 
and cooking oils at the same time the 
workers' wages have been lifted with
out benefit of the Republican union
wrecking bill. I have many similar tele
grams and letters. 

OPA SHOULD NOT HAVE BEEN KILLED 

The present situation, when we find 
that prices have increased as much in 

the last 10 months as in the preceding 
7 years, is a direct result of the· tremen
dous pressures exerted by selfish, profit
hungry forces first to break through the 
OPA price ceilings and then ultimately 
to kill price control entirely. The Con
gress and the people of this great 
Nation were fed a heavy forced diet of 
false and misleading propaganda. Busi
nessmen were painted as desperate in the 
face of rising costs and rising wages. 

Mine was one of the few voices raised 
then to point out that the average profits 
for all businesses had broken all records 
in 1945, and bid fair to. outstrip even 
those high levels in 1946. 

Under leave, I desire to insert at this 
point a short table based on figures fur
nished by the Department of LaboJ.:., as 
the figures were given in the Chicago 
Sun, April 14, 1947: 

Percentage ch.ange in retail food prices 
1941 AVERAGE IS 100 PERCENT 

September 1945: 
AJl foods-------------- - ----------- 132 
Cereals and bakery products ________ 111 
]deats_____________________________ 122 
Dairy products-------------------- 119 

February 1947: 
All foods-------------------------- 173 
Cereals and bakery products ________ 147 
~eats _____________________________ 183 
Dairy products ____________________ 164 

That table, Mr. Speaker, represents 
what is happening to people who cannot 
fall back on swollen profits and bonus 
payments to counteract the loss of in-

. come created when prices go up and dol~ 
lar income stays level or falls. 

That is what has happened to working 
peopie who, because of the end of over.
time payments, find themselves drawing 
a smaller pay check than in 1943, or who 
perhaps have been laid off in the process 
of reconversion. 

That is what happened to people living 
on retirement pay, or on insurance, or 
on pensions, or on the income from the 
bonds of these very companies which 
have forced prices up and up. 

INDUSTRIAL PROFITS UP 

Against that reduction in real income 
we have undreamed-of industrial profits 
on every hand. Let me take a single in
dustry group, Mr. Speaker, one which 
exercises a vast influence over the cost 
of living. Here are the profit figures for 
the last 3 years in the meat-packing and 
meat processing industries: 

Net income of industry groups 
MEAT PACKING AND PROCESSING 

1944 __________________________ $46,236,000 
1945 __________________________ 34,307,000 
1946 ________ __________________ 67,857,000 

LABOR HAS BEEN PATIENT UNDER ADVERSITY 

In spite of the harsh , punitive laws 
which the Republican Party has pro-
posed, and has passed in this House, and 
in spit-e of the deluge of abuse heaped 
on American workingmen and their 
spokesmen by. some, American labor has 
been infinitely patient under this unfair 
division of the unequaled national in
come. 

The Monthly Labor Review of the De
partment of Labor shows that out of a 
total population ·over the age of . 14 of 
106,940,000, we have· a total labor force 
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of 58,430,000, a figure never before sur
passed in peacetime. 

In spite of all abuse, of prices rising 
above the limit of incomes to reach 
them, and of unfounded charges, idle
ness arising from labor-management 
controversies in January 1947 reached a 
postwar low and was less than for any 
month since March 1945. 

In December 1946, which is the last 
month for wl;Pch full figures are avail
able, only 180 such disputes were begun, 
involving only 95,000 workers, while in 
the whole month only 400 disputes were 
in progress involving 525,000 workers 
and a loss of 3,065,000 man-hours. · 

In other words, in December 1946 
about four-tenths of 1 percent of all 
workers were, during the month, either 
out on strike or locked out by manage
ment some time during the month. 

This does not sound like_ the labor
management war of which we heard so 
much the other day. 

PRICE CONTROL SHOULD HAVE BEEN KEPr 

Last fall, Mr. Speaker, I urged the 
President to maintain the full force of 
price control and not to yield to the 
money-hungry profiteers; but, as you will 
recall, the packers went on strike against 

the people of the United States, and con
ditions arose which brought about the 
virtual suspension of price controls, fol
lowed by the last election, when the Re
publican Party gained what will be, I am 
certain, a short-lived majority, and the 
last pretenses of price control and or
derly reconversion to peacetime were 
abandoned. 

Now we are faced with the reality 
which I predicted time after time. I dare 
say there is not a Member of this House 
of any party who does not -regret the 
abandonment of the administration pro
gram for slow ancr careful reconversion. 

I hope that-the vigorous action of the 
President in calling for a reduction of 
consumers' and wholesale prices, and the 
prompt response of some of the mor·e re
sponsible segments of industry, will pro
vide a pattern for all of business. 

Lest there be any thought that I may 
be exaggerating, or merely attempting to 
make business a scapegoat, I here insert 
a table showing the net profits of seven 
major meat-packing plants. Bear in 
mind that the consumer must provide 
these profits-the consumer and the 
worker. 

Net sales and net profit of 7 major meat-packing plants, 1945 and 1946 

Com pan)' Year ending- Operating rev
enue and sales Net profit 

Armour & Co ____ ••••••• ____ _-____ • ___ .----•••••••• ------------_._ Nov. 2,19461 
Oct. 27, 19452 
Nov. 2,1946 
Oct. 27, 1945 
Oct. 26, 1946 
Oct. 27, 1945 
Nov. 2,19462 
Nov. a, 19451 
Nov. 2,19462 
Nov. 3,19451 
Oct. 26, 1946 
Oct. 27, 1945 
Oct. 26, 1946 
Oct. 27, ~945 

$1, 183, 537, 561 $20, 791, 128 
9, 172,538 
6, 720,585 
2, 505,097 
2, 541,138 
1, 273,639 
4, 585,995 

Do •.• ____________________ ._. ________________________________ _ 
1, 212,' 961, 355 

349,901, E04 
344, 909, ij94 
126, 082, E09 
114,213,587 
154, 949, 972 
110, f86, 858 
100, 300, 102 
100, 155, 207 

Cudahy Packing Co __________ -----_---------- __ -----------------
Do. __ ------_-------- ____________ --------------------·---- __ _ 

Geo. A. Hormel & Co_.-----------------------------------------
Do ____________________ ------------------------------------ __ 

Hy~~c- ~~~~ _ ::~-~~~~ -~~:~ ~::::::::::::: ::::::::::::::::::::: 702,887 
2,065, 885 
1, 347,575 

16,394,739 
12,303,807 
8,311, 560 

Rath Packing Co _____________ ------------------- _____ -----------
Do ____ --------------- ____ ------ ___ -------------------------_ 

Swift & Co __ ---------------------------------------------------- 1, 308,364, 155 
1, 307, 631, {;81 

440, 572, 155 
468, 638, 536 

Do ______ ---------------------------------------------------_ Wilson & Co., Inc ______________________________________________ _ 

Do ________ --------------------------------------------- ____ _ 5, 036,602 

153 weeks. 
2 52 weeks. 
Source: Standard & Poor's Corporation Records, Daily news section. 

PLEASED NAM OPPOSES CARTELS 

I am most pleased, Mr. Speaker, that 
for the first time in many years I can join 
in spirit with the National Association of 
Manufacturers in their statement depre
cating cartels and monopolies. 

The only trouble is that this fine talk 
does not quite jibe with their continuous 
and frivolous statements that they want 
"free private enterprise." Free for what? 
Free to deprive smaller businesses of 
their freedom? Free to exploit the work
er? Free to gouge the consumer? 

These statements would have come 
with better grace from those who can 
come into court with clean nands, so to 
speak-or with free hands. The record 
of all-time record profits do not support 
the plaints of governmental interference. 
The record of absorption, despite our an
titrust laws, of small concerns by big con
cerns does not sound like a truly "free" 
enterprise system. There is reason for 
believing that trade associations continue 
to act with considerable unanimity, 
though perhaps technical violation of the 
law is avoided. 

Therefore, Mr. Speaker, I fee. impelled 
to show how this "restricted" enterprise 
has "suffered'' in recent mon~hs, though I 

know much of this has appeared before. 
First of all, Mr. Speaker, let me draw 

attention to the fact that Bethlehem 
Steel Co. has just today reported the 
greatest earnings for a first quarter in 
all history, though in the same breath 
Eugene Grace finds it possible to say that 
a wage increase would be "inflationary." 

A compilation covering 15 industries 
shows that the weighted average price 
increase necessary to cover increased 
labor costs would have been 2.5 percent; 
but the actual weighted average price 
increase was 17.9 percent. 

The percentage increase in 1946 over 
profits in 1945 was, for the Atlantic Re
fining Co., 760.5 percent; for the Long
Bell Lumber Co., 4:7.6 percent; for the 
Food Fair Stores, 293.3 percent. 

I could go on, Mr. Speaker, for a long 
time, showing the weird disparity be
tween the claims of business· prostration 
made on this floor and the factual re
ports of business guormandizing from 
the financial pages; but I shall desist. 

I hope that business and industrial 
leaders will realize that no one wins 
through inflation, or through sudden de
flation-that is, through the "boom and 
bust" cycle-and everybody loses. 

I certainly would not wish for any 
such sharp ·or sudden price cuts as would 
actually hurt our American business con
cerns. Let me say, as a :figure of speech, 
that I should like to see them sweat off 
some of the fat; and then I should like 
to see our workers, our white-collar peo
ple, our annuitants, and other low-in
come groups, get some of that fat fo~ 
their own needs. 

The action of United States Steel and 
Of other enlightened employers in set· 
tling their wage disputes before they get 
started is most gratifying; it proves 
what I have long contended, that with 
proper opportunity and with good will on 
both sides, labor disputes can be settled 
a-t the conference table. 

Mr. Speaker, I ask unanimous consent 
· to revise and extend my remarks and in

clude excerpts from some of the tele
grams and letters I have received. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Dli
nois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 3 

minutes to the gentleman from Georgia 
[Mr. CoxJ 

Mr. COX. Mr. Speaker, the appli
cant& for the pending rule on the bill in 
question did not make out a very strong 
case. They are asking for a rule that 
will provide opportunity to invalidate the 
decision of an agency set up to deter
mine where this laboratory should ·be 
located. In spite of the fact that a poor 
case was made, I think the action of the 
Appropriations Committee was wise. I 
believe in the liberal use of the purse 
strings on the part of the Appropriations 
Committee to influence legislation and 
public behavior. I am confident that the 
criticism directed at the agency that 
first determined this question is well sup
ported and that the Appropriations Com
mittee acted wisely in suggesting that 
the House be given an opportunity to 
correct the error made. Certainly the 
preponderance of the testimony as to the 
proper location is on the side of those 
who asked for this rule and for the in
validation of the decision made by the 
agency. It was not a wise decision, and 
although it was made regularly and 
under authority granted by the Congress, 
I think it ought to be reversed. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 
minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. JENKINS]. 

Mr. JENKINS of Pennsylvania. Mr. 
Speaker, I rise in opposition to the rule 
now before the House and in particular 
to the provision in it waiving any points 
of order that might be made to the items 
of the present appropriation bill. In 
thus opposing the rule I do so with re
luctance, but under the circumstances, I 
have no other course. Yesterday, before 
the rule was placed on the Clerk's desk, 
I attempted to have the Rules Committee 
change the rule but was unable to do so. 
I am particularly concerned with the 
item appearing on page 50, lines 13 to 31 
inclusive and with title II of the bill, 
which deal with the appropriation of 
$450,000 for the construction and equip
ment of an anthracite research labora
tory. We have here, in this rule before 
us, a situation which, while not unknown, 
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ts, I am told by those older and more 
experienced in the ways of the House 
than I am, rather uncommon. The rule 
was not asked for. however. without a 
reason, which I shall endeavor to point 
out to you. 

For that purpose I should like briefiy 
to review the history of that legislation. 
Under Public Law No. 812, Seventy
seventh Congress, second session, ap
proved December 18, 1942, the Secretary 
of the Interior was authorized and di
rected to establish a research laboratory 
in the anthracite region of Pennsylvania. 
Nowhere in the act is there any designa
tion as to where in the region it should be 
located, the choice of the site being ·left 
to the discretion and judgment of the 
Secretary within that general limitation. 
The erection of this institution and the 
appropriation of the funds for its con
struction were postponed by reason of 
the war. The Seventy-ninth Congress, 
the war being then over, appropriated 
the required funds and the Secretary of 
the Interior promptly took steps to com
ply with the direction of the Congress. 

In the latter part of 1946, the Secre
tary. in furtherance of that direction, 
appointed a committee as he was em
powered to do under section 4 of the ·act, 
to advise with him and make recom
mendations as to the location of the 
laboratory. This committee consisted of 
Dr. Frank Ernst, head of the Anthracite 
Institute, representing the operators, Mr. 
Thomas Kennedy, of the United Mine 
Workers, representing the employees, 
and Dr. J. A. Goff, dean of the Towne 
Scientific School of the University of 
Pennsylvania, representing the general 
public, all three of them men of stand
ing and ability in the anthracite indus
try. In appointing that committee, the 
Secretary endeavored to · comply and 
thought he was complying with the pro
visions of the act which directed that 
those three elements should appear on 
any advisory committee he should select. 
That committee, after careful considera
tion of the various possible sites in the re
gion, coupled with the personal knowl
edge of its members of the problems in
volved, and having before it the report of 
the engineers of the Bureau, decided, for 
reasons set forth in its report to the Sec
retary, that the laboratory should be situ
ated in the city of Hazleton, which is lo
cated in my district, and unanimously 
recommended to the Secretary that this 
be done. 

Thereafter the Secretary of the Inte
rior approved that recommendation and 
made a public announcement, in the lat
ter part of J'anuary of this year, of his 
decision to locate the laboratory at that 
point. Full publicity was given to the 
Secretary's decision, and his press release 
announcing it appeared in all the news
papers in my district and was given wide 
distribution. It is, and has been, a mat
ter of common knowledge throughout the 
district. Thereupon the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania representing the Twelfth 
Congressional District, comprising the 
.counties of Northumberland and Schuyl
hill, in the latter of which is the little 
town of Schuylkill· Haven mention·ed in 
this present appropriation bill, on J)age 

50, line 15, who had been desirous of 
having this laboratory located in his dis
trict, raised a great outcry, shouting that 
he had been robbed by this exercise of 
the Secretary's judgment, an exercise 
specifically committed to him under the 
act, robbed of what was rightfully his, 
that someone, while he was in swimming, 
had stolen his clothes, and that, far from 
exercising his sound discretion, the Sec
retary had been guided by other consid
eration~. A glance at the character of 
the members of the advisory committee 
shows the ridiculousness of this asser
tion and makes patent the lack of bona 
fides behind such a statement. 

As a member of the subcommittee· of 
the Appropriations Committee, which 
prepared the bill now under considera
tion making appropriations for the De
partment of the Interior, the gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, representing the 
Twelfth Congressional District, made no 
violent protest, I assume, at the inser
tion therein of title II, revoking the pre
vious appropriation made by the Sev
enty-ninth Congress, and the provision 
on page 50, appropriating an exactly sim
ilar amount for the laboratory, but 
coupled with the proviso that the labora
tory be constructed in Schuylkill Haven, 
which just happens to be in his district. 
Such a proviso would normally have been 
subject to a point of order, a fact well 
known to everyone. In order to bar such 
a point, the present rule was sought and 
granted. In making that assertion I am 
only quoting the chairman of the sub
committee who categorically stated that 
the only purpose in seeking the present 
rule was to prevent, specifically, the elim
ination of the designation of the place at 
which the laboratory was to be erected, 
to insure that it should be constructed 
at Schuylkill Haven in the Twelfth Dis
trict, and, inferentially, that what was 
thus obtained, should be made secure and 
safe from legitimate attack. 

Earlier I said that the gentleman had 
cried out to all the world that he had 
been robbed, robbed of what he had 
never had but what he assumed. he. was 
going to have. I wonder how he would 
cha:·acterize the proceedings which 
have resulted in the present rule, were 
the situation reversed. I think there 
is no necessity to paint any picture to 
the Members of this body of the reac
tions of the people of my district to what 
they will consider a gross injustice. On 
the · merits, both they and I are quite 
prepared to justify the soundness of the 
Secretary's judgment, notwithstanding 
the statement in the committee's report. 

What really gripes an anthracite sym
pathizer is to mention Schuylkill Haven for 
the laboratory. Surely the Schuylklll County 
Congressman must know that of all the 
towns in his territory, Schuylklll Haven is 
the one town with not only oil-burning 
homes arid oil-burning factories, but actu
ally a center for the distril'ution of oil 
burners and the introduction of oil burners 
into areas on the fringe of the anthracite 
coal fields. Certainly the lll:1ners of Tama
qua, Cof!,ldale, Mahanoy Ci.ty, Shenandoah, 
Mount Carmel, Ashland, Shamokin, etc., will 
ar look askance at awarding a community 
bent on stabbing the anthracite industry by 
shrinking its market with the anthracite in-

dustrles' most potent agency for its :future 
exis;tence, the proposed laboratory. 

An anthracite laboratory in Schuylk111 
Haven, the community with oil-burning in
tents, should be scorned in the anthracite 
coal fields with the same repercussion as 
Heny Wallace's speeches in Europe. 

The writer of this letter himself pre
fers a different location than either of 
the ones involved here. It illustrates, 
however, the difference of opinion among 
those conversant with the area, and the 
wisdom of the provision leaving the de
cision to the Secretary, assisted by ex
perts upon whose advice he can rely. 
At the moment, that is beside the point. 
They will feel, and I assure you that they 
are fully cognizant of the situation, for 
the local newspapers have been full of 
it and I concur in the feeling t~at they 
should not, under the circumstances, be 
made the victims of someone's spleen and 
disappointment and of a feud with the 
Secretary of the Interior. They will 
feel, and justly so, that a committee of 
this great House, which prides itself on 
its sense of justice and fair play, should 
not lend itself to the furtherance of such 
an end at their expense, and that, if it 
does, the House itself from which it de
rives its authority should rebuke it by 
refusing to countenance its action. They 
look to this House to protect them. -

Both my constituents and I are op
posed to this attempt to legislate indi
rectly, are opposed to any change in the 
basic legislation which alters the intent 
of Congress that the site of this labo
ratory should be determined by the Sec
retary, with the advice of a committee 
of experts, which was the method 
adopted. _ 

Mr. Speaker, for the reasons I have 
stated I am opposed to the present rule. 
I realiz :~ -that this appropriation bill 
must be t..onsidered, and I have no de
sire to be an obstructionist even though 
tl:le rule is directly aimed at me and at 
my ttistrict. On the basis of the larger 
issues involved, I shall vote to have this 
legislatit:m proceed, but I feel it is unfair 
and unjust, and at the proper time, if 
the rule be approved by the House, I pro
pose to present an amendment for the 
consideration of the House, striking out 
title II of the bill and also on page 50, 
lines 13 to 21, thus eliminating this at
tempt to amend the original act by sub
terfuge, and restoring to the Secretary 
of the Interior the discretion conferred 
on him by the basic legislation as it ex
isted before this ill-starred plan was con
cocted. · 

Mr. SMATHERS. Mr. Speaker, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENKINS of Pennsylvania. l 
yield. 

Mr. SMATHERS. As I understand it, 
what you are saying is that by this bill 
they are canceling out an appropriation 
that was made last year for a laboratory 
which was to be in your district. 

Mr. JENKINS of Pennsylvania. Which 
was left to the discretion of the Secre
tary of the Interior to decide where it 
would be located. 

Mr. SMATHERS. And now they are 
putting it back. but putting it in some 
other district? 
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Mr. JENKINS of Pennsylvania. That 

is correct. 
Mr. SABATH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 

myself such time as I may need. 
In view of what has been stated, I 

want to make it clear that I have at all 
times insisted that a minority opposed 
to any proposition should be given an 
opportunity to explain their position be
fore the Rules Committee before we 
acted upon any application for a rule. 
In this instance, when the rule was re
quested, there was no opposition on the 
part of anybody. Whether the minor
ity is on the Democratic side or on the 
Republican side, the minority should 
have the right to appear and present 
their views or their opposition to any 
matter. In this instance, I believe it is 
up to the House to decide, since it is a 
disagreement between two sections or 
localities in the same State, after the 
evidence is presented more fully than it 
has been presented before the Rules 
Committee, whether the provision pro
vided for in the appropriat~on bill should 
be sustained or not. 

As to the bill itself I have not said any
thing. You will hear more about it later. 
I did not criticize the committee notwith
standing the fact that I feel the com
mittee has been penny-wise and pound
foolish in eliminating appropriations for 
deserving projects, and I think it is pure
ly a political maneuver on the part of 
the committee. The cuts in some of 
these appropriations are unfair · and un
just and will deprive many sections of 
the country of improvements and better
ments to which they are entitled. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Speaker, will the. 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. SABATH. I yield. 
Mr. ROONEY. The gentleman, of 

course, is referring to the majority of the 
committee, not the minority. 

Mr. SABATH. Why, of course; I know 
that the minority did not have much to 
say and will not have much to say. It 
is not like it was under Democratic con
trol when the minority always was heard 
and received that consideration which I 
myself have always advocated. I know 
the majority 'has the vote on this com
mittee, in fact we know the majority is 
in the saddle. Unfortunat~ly they seem 
to be drunk with temporary power but 
whether it will help them I doubt very 
much because I do not believe the Amer
ican people will approve the course that 
is being pursued by the Appropriations 
Committee. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I yield 10 
minutes to the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. FENTON]. 

Mr. FENTON. Mr. Speaker, my col
leagues, I want to preface my remarks·by 
stating to the gentleman from Pennsyl
vania [Mr. JENKINS] .that never have I 
at any time suggested any specific loca
tion for the new Anthracite Research 
Laboratory. 

I want tlie Members to know that my 
only contention has been that the labora
tory be established· in the immediate re
gion where the largest anthracite reserves 
are located, and which, of: course, means 
where the future problems of the anthra
cite industry will develop. 

The statistics of the United States Bu
reau of Mines, introduced in the evidence 
during the hearings on the appropriation 
bill, and which I will present later, show 
where these reserves are located and more 
than justifies the recommendation of the 
Bureau of Mines' engineers that the lab
oratory be established at Schuylkill 
Haven, Pa. 

As our colleague the gentleman from 
Pennsylvania [Mr. RICH] has already ex
plained to the House the history of the 
legislation authorizing a laboratory for 
research on anthracite coal, I will not go 
into detail or repeat that which he told 
you. 

However, I do want to summarize for 
you the various steps taken. up to this 
point in the hope that you as· Members 
of the Congress. and future Members, will 
be accorded all the courtesies and respect, 
as such, by the various bureaus and de
partments of our Federal Government. 

First of all, the enabling legislation or 
authorization act which I sponsored be
came law on December 18, 1942. Then 
the war prevented securing funds to 
build the laboratory. 

The Interior apprv~riation bill for 
1947 included the $450,000 for the erec
tion of the laboratory to be placed on a 
site to be named by tl..e Secretary of the 
Interior, acting through the United 
States Bureau of Mines. This is in ac
cordance with section 2 of the enabling 
act. 

That this was the interpretatior.. of the 
Secretary of the Interior, and the Direc
tor of the Bureau of Mines is indicated in 
the letter that was sent out by the Direc
tor of the Bureau of Mines on July 10, 
1946, and which had a questionnaire en
closed to secure certain information 
which would be useful ir: selecting a site 
for the anthracite research laboratory. 
This letter ~tated: · · 

The Bureau's engineers will correlate the 
data obtained from the questionnaires, ex
amine likely sites, and recommend a location 
to the Secretary of the Interior. 

wen, as a matter of fact, 35 sites were 
offered to the Government from the an
thracite area, and the Bureau of Mines 
sent engineers to examint tl:)e likely sites. 
These engineers spent days and days ex
amining all the sites. They were the 
only ones qualified to determine which 
was the most suitable site. They were 
neutral in their position and had a job to 
do. They did that job and mad~ their 
report; I have a copy of it. The best 
they could do in the matter of Hazleton 
was to give it 13 points to Schuylkill 
Haven's 15. 

As far as the matter of accessibility to 
nonregional areas was concerned, 
Schuylkill Hr.ven was in a class by itself. 
That is to say, and I quote from the engi
neer's report: 

The nonfunctional points of Washington, 
D. C., Pittsburgh, Philadelphia, and New York 
as a whole are more accessible from Pottsville 
(Schuylkill Haven area) than from any other 
population center within the coal-producing 
area. 

This accessibility to the great r~letro
politan areas was one of the most basic 
factors to consider in establishing the 
laboratory site, and was ::;o stated to me 

by the Director of the Bureau of Mines 
in a conversation I had with him about 
what the cardinal factors should be. 

Yes, my colleagues; they even had in 
their report on Schuylkill Haven that the 
western and southern anthracite field 
contained 83 percent of the anthracite 
reserves. 

Yes; the engineer's report or summary 
of each of the suggested most favorable 
sites--8 sites out of the 35 visited and 
surveyed-shows very plainly to any un
biased mind which site, the one site, that 
these professional engineers of the Bu
reau of Mines preferred. There was no 
doubt that they thought Schuylkill 
Haven the best site. 

This was verified· by the engineers 
themselves in an interview with mem
bers of the Appropriations Committee. 
Dr. L. C. McCabe, one of the two engi
neers who visited all the sites and who 
was authorized to speak for Mr. Buch, 
the other engineer who could not attend 
the conference on account of the seri
ous illness of his mother, having been 
called to his mother's bedside, informed 
the members of the Appropriations Com
mittee the engineers selected Schuylkill 
Haven, Pa. 

The Bureau of Mines made Dr. McCabe 
available for interrogation at the request 
of our committee, and I am happy to 
state that Dr. McCabe did no pussyfoot
ing, and gave us his honest and candid 
opinion that Schuylkill Haven was the 
best site for the laboratory out of the 35 
sites they surveyed. 

Now let us see how this Hazleton de
cision came about. Well, Mr. RicH did 
touch on a little of it. He told you that 
such discourteous and disrespectful 
treatment of Members of Congress by 
any department or agency of the Federal 
Government should be terminated once 
and for all. He was referring to the 
lack of cooperation and my inability to 
get any information from the Director 
of the Bureau of Mines or the Secretary 
of the Interior. Surely as a Member of 
Congress, to say nothing of the fact that 
I was the author of the legislation, 
should' demand at least a reply to mail 
asking for information. It should not 
have taken the Secretary of the Interior 
177 days to answer. a letter and, inci
dentally, the letter that I wrote was in 
reply to a request from the Secretary to 
send him names of people that he might 
consider in appointing a "consultative 
committee." Note well, now, he said 
"consultative committee" and not a se-

. lection committee. I sent him the names 
of people for his consideration on August 
7, 1946. He ne.ver acknowledged that 
letter until I brought it to his attention 
when he was before our committee on 
January 21, 1947. The reply came to me 
on Saturday, January 25, 1947, in a letter 
dated January 24, 1947, and was deliv
ered in person by the Director of the 
Bureau of Mines. 

Well, a lot happened between August 
7~ 1946, and January 25, 1947. Already, 
mention has been made of November 5, 
1946, on which day my colleague, Mr. 
JENKINS' predecessor, was retired. 

They certainly went a long way in the 
Department of the Interior to try and 
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establish the laboratory in Luzerne 
County, Pa. As has already been 
stated they had a certain buildin~ in 
Hanover Township, near Wilkes-Barre, 
Pa., frozen by the War Assets Adminis
tration in the hope that they could place 
it in Luzerne County. But after the 
el.ection they unfroze it. Why? Because 
it was unsuitable for · the laboratory and 
they knew it when they had it frozen. 

Then the Secretary of the Interior, in 
direct violation of section 2 of the 
enabling act, named a site selection com
mittee which picked Hazleton. That this 
committee was a site-selection commit
tee is attested to by a press release from 
the Department of the Interior dated 
January 10, 1947, which states: 

In selecting Hazleton on the basis of its 
central location in the anthracite region, the 
committee also considered accessibility, 
housing, community facllities, utilities, and 
local manufacturers. · 

Pikes Peak might be the center of a 
given area, but you certainly would not 
build something there if accessibility is 
one of the main factors to be considered. 

As the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RICH] has aiready informed you, 
the site committee was composed of three 
members who were not picked until long 
after the November election. Two of 
the members were from Luzerne County, 
Pa., and the third was from Philadelphia, 
outside of the coal regions. Of course 
one of the members from Luzerne was 
from Hazleton, the home community of 
one of the three members of the site 
committee. It developed at the hearings 
that he was the only one who saw the site 
at Hazleton, which he picked in his home 
community. This man forgot, and he 
should know,. that we have miners and 
their families in the western and south
ern field in which lies 86 percent of the 
coal reserves. He should also know that 
many of the coal operators in the Hazle~ 
ton area have already migrated to the 
fields where they could get coal for the 
next 150 to 500 years. 

I would like to place in the RECORD at 
this time, as was introduced in the hear
ings a statement of the estimated an
thracite reserves by fields as of Jan
uary 1, 1943, on pages ·85 and 8C from 
the report entitled "J;:lennsylvania Min
eral Heritage," published by the Com
monwealth of Pennsylvania, department 
of internal affairs, William P. Livengood, 
Jr., secretary, Harrisburg, 'Pa., in 1944, 
and based on reports of the Pennsylvania 
Geological Survey, the School of Mineral 
Industries of the Pennsylvania State Col- · 
lege, the United States Geological Sur
vey, and the United States Bureau of 
Mines. 

Northern field: Luzerne and Lacka
wanna-Wilkes-Barre and Scranton-16 
percent. 

Eastern middle field: Luzerne and lit
tle part of Carbon-Hazleton area-less 
than 1 percent. 

Western middle field: Northumberland 
and Schuylkill-Shamokin area-about 
22 percent. 

Southern field: Schuylkill, Dauphin, 
and a little of Carbon-Pottsville area, 
largely Schuylkill County where the 
Schuylkill Haven site is located-62 per-
cent. · 

The Pottsville area and the Shamokin 
area combined have 13,490,000,000 tons 
of coal out of· a total of 16,188,00,000 tons 
for the whole region, which is approxi
mately 84 percent of the total anthr~
cite reserves. 

At the · present rate of .mining the 
northern field, Wilkes-Barre and Scran
ton, will be mined otit in 50 years; the 
eastern middle field, Hazleton, in about 
11 years; the western middle field, Sha
mokin in about 150 years; and the south
ern field, Pottsville, will iast over 500 
years. 

The estimated reserves by counties is 
as follows: · 

County 

Carbon • • _-- - ------------- - --
Columbia ••..•.•••......•.••• 
Dauphin and Lebanon ••••••. 
Lackawanna ________________ _ 
Luzerne .... . .....•• _. ___ • ___ . 
Northumberland __ __ ._ _______ _ 
SchuylkilL ..• __ . ____ •.•• --- . Sullivan ____ ___ ___ __ ._ ___ _____ _ 
Susquehanna and Wayne ___ _ 

Tonnage 

244, 000, 000 
E43, 000, COO 
76, 000,000 

637, 000, 000 
2, 023, GOO, 000 
1, 967, GOO, 000 

10, 007, 000, 000 
7,000, 000 

10, 000,000 

P er
cent 

2.2 
3.5 
• 5 

4. 2 
12.9 
12.6 
64. 0 

.05 

.05+ 
1-----------1-----

TotaL _------ ----- ----- 15, 614, 000, 000 100. 0 

Inasmuch as my colleague the gentle
man from Pennsylvania [Mr. JENKINS] 
has already read into the RECORD a letter 
which was addressed to him, the gentle
man from Pennsylvania, Congressman 
WALTER, and me, 2 days ago, April 22, 
1947, by Mr. E. V. McCullian, executive 
secretary, Panther Valley Industrial As
sociation, Inc., Lansford, Pa., I shall 
now read into the RECORD a letter which 
Mr. McCullian addressed, under date of 
January 15, 1947, to the United States 
Department of the Interior, Bureau of 
Mines, attention Mr. R. B. Sayres, Chief. 
This letter, which was introduced in the 
evidence of the hearings, is as follows: 

JANUARY 15, 1947. 
UNITED STATES DEPARTMENT OF 

THE INTERIOR, BUREAU OF MINES, 
Washington, D. C. 

(Attention Mr. R. R. dayers, Chief.) 
DEAR SIR: Your letter and your copy of the 

release assigning' the anthracite laboratory 
to the section designated in Hazleton, Pa., 
is supporting evidence to our contention 
that the Department of the Interior, and its 
subcommittee, paid little attention to either 
its own Department's technical knowledge or 
to that of the subcommittee that inspected 
sites proposed in the anthracite area. 

To state that Hazleton is the geographical 
center of the former anthracite coal fields 
triangle with Scranton, Mauch Chunk, and 
Tremont as the vertices is nearly correct. 

But our understanding was the laboratory 
is being built for the anthracite of the 
future. Accordingly, your own statistics 
would eliminate any anthracite problems in 

· the territory from Scranton to Hazleton, in
clusive, as anthracite of this area will, by 
your Department's statistics, soon be but 
happy memories. Perhaps by the time the 
new laboratory is completed and function-

' ing in Hazleton, the latter city will be pur
chasing anthracite from the Panther Valley 
or using oil as a substitute. That is how 
exhausted the anthracite operators and the 
anthracite miners of the vicinity of Hazleton 
figure their future coal reserves happen to be. 

The district No. 7 ofilce of the United Mine 
Workers, located in Hazelton, through its 
district provisional president, Mr. Martin 
Brennan, proposed as a site one of those 
offered your Department by our commission, 
namely, the one at Summit Hill, Pa. Perhaps 

1f you check your recommendation, you may 
alter your statement that Hazleton had the 
support of the United Mine Workers of 
America. It would better be said the per
sonal support of Mr. Kennedy, who happened 
to be a resident of Hazleton and a Mine 
Workers' official. 

Anyone that ever traveled to or from 
Hazleton would not write about its accessi
bllity for travel. Hazleton is a branch-line 

·City. We are 12 miles from Hazleton and 
can reach New York City as quickly as we 
can get to Hazleton by public conveyance. 

Insofar as air travel is concerned, there 
is not an airport of worth-while size nearer 
to Hazleton than the Allentown-Bethlehem 
port ·Which is considerably closer to the Pan
ther Valley. Traveling by train, the people 
of Hazleton must make their way by branch 
train or bus to the Panther Valley towns 
of Tamaqua or Mauch Chunk. 

If university support was a criterion, Le
high, and Lafayette as we oft stated were at 
Panther Valley's back door. 

As a summary, therefore, your subcom
mittee recommendation looked at a be
clouded map when it located the geograph
ical center of the future anthracite coat 
fields; the Iaboratol;' is being built to serve 
in Hazleton. · 

With your statement that Hazleton is a 
city of 40,000 people, and the type of city 
that will be satisfactory to laboratory engi
neers, we have no quarrel. We only know 
that people as well equipped as laboratory 
engineers find living in our midst no in
convenience. The housing problem will be 
just as difiicult to solve in Hazleton as else
where. 

We have filed our prot est as we cannot 
accept the findings on the reasons given. 
Living in the anthracite coal fields of the 
future, knowing the voluminous statistics 
bureau of government love to play with, it 
is just plain stupidity and an insult to 
our 1ntell1gence to recommend Hazleton as 
the center of the anthracite fields the lab
oratory is being built to serve. 

We congratulate the city of Hazleton for 
its success in acquiring that which it will 
have no need for, and we also congratulate 
its outstanding citizen (Mr. Kennedy) for 
feeding Hazleton as a compromise city to a 
gullible Government department. 

Very truly yours, 
E . V. McCuLLIAN, 

Executive Secretary, 
Panther Valley Industr.tal Commission. 

(Copies to Hon. F. E. WALTER, Ron. I. D. 
FENToN.) 

As the gentleman from Pennsylvania 
[Mr. RieHl Jaas stated, Congress intends 
to see that the taxpayers' money is well 
and wisely spent. 

From the facts and evidence presented 
in the hearings, as well as the subsequent 
evidence which developed, and has been 
presented here, the Appropriations Com
mittee in order to carry out the letter 
and spirit of the authorization act had 
no other alternative but to recommend 
cancelation of the funds now available, 
ail,d to reappropriate funds for the con
struction of the Anthracite Research 
Laboratory at Schuylkill Haven, Pa., as 
recommended by 'the Bureau of Mines' 
engineers who surveyed all the 35 sites 
that were made available. 

Mr. RICH. Mr. Speaker, I move the 
previous question. 

The previous question was ordered. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the resolution. 
The resolution was agreed to. 
A motion to reconsider was laid on 

the table. 
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Mr: JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House resolve itself into 
the Committee of the Whole House on 
the State of the Union for the considera
tion of the bill <H. R. 3123) making ap-· 
propriations for the Department of the 
Interior for the fiscal year ending June 
30, 1948, and for other purposes; and 
pending that motion, Mr. Speaker, ! -ask 
unanimous consent that general debate 
run throughout the day, the time to be 
equally divided and controlled by the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KIRWAN] and 
myself; and that the first paragraph be 
read before the Committee rises. 

The SPEAKER. Is there objection to 
the request of the gentleman from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
The SPEAKER. The question is on 

the motion offered · by the gentleman 
from Ohio. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the House resolved itself 

into the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union for the con
sideration of the bill H. R. 3123, with Mr. 
MICHENER in the chair. 

The Clerk read the title of the bill. 
By unanimous consent, the first read-

ing of the bill was dispensed with. · 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

I yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Massachusetts [Mr. 
BATES]. 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Mr. 
Chairman, I ask unanimous consent to 
speak out of order, and to revise and ex
tend my remarks. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Massachusetts? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. Mr. 

Chairman, Tuesday of this week in the 
city of Newburyport, Mass., the Newbury
port plan to reduce prices of consumer 
goods went into effect and already, this 
experiment has taken on national sig
nificance with the eyes of the Nation 
focused on this drive to stabilize our 
econ'Jmy in accordance with the Presi
dent's plea recently that prices be re
duced. 

I am proud to state that I have the 
honor of representing the district in 
which Newburyport is located, and I 
hasten to congratulate its business lead
ers and people in being the first city of 
the Nation to undertake a program call
ing for a roll-back of :o percent in the 
prices embracing all goods and services. 

Designed to halt the postwar inflation 
spiral, stimulate buying, increase pur
chasing power, the plan is ·moving along 
with great speed and success and should 
pave the way for the parade of cities and 
towns throughout the country in this re
markable movement. 

Enthusiasm is needed on the part of all 
for the success of such a plan and enthu
siasm is running high in Newburyport 
and spreading to surrounding cities and 
towns. Tht following editori~l by the 
Newburyport Daily News speaks for it
self: 

THE NEWBURYPORT PLAN-LET'S ALL 
SUPPORT IT 

Primarily, the Newburyport· plan for a 
10-percent price reduction on all permissible 
goods ·and services, effective bere tomorrow, 

has been devised to help you, the consumer, 
to buy some things you want, at figures be
low the unprecedentedly high level whicb 
have been reached in the postwar inflation 
spiral. · 

It is also geared to help your neighbor, the 
merchant, who has begun to suffer through 
public resistance to high prices and mount
ing inventories. 

In a larger, more idealized sense, the plan 
may be regarded as the spearhead of a na
tional movement to adjust an economic 
machine, seriously out of balance. Wide
spread recognition of the Newburyport 
plan will malte our city famous as the place 
where a great idea was originated and de
veloped. Wpo knows how far-reaching, how 
momentous the results may be? 

The public h as a serious responsibility in 
helping make the plan work. If the public 
fails to respond the Newburyport plan 
will go down in history as a flop and a folly. · 
We can't let that happen! It won't happen! 

It would be asking you too much to enjoin 
you to go out tomorrow and buy something 
you don't want or need . But if there are 
things you need, services you desire, join 
the eager trade in Newburyport parade 
we expect to form tomorrow and continue 
for the duration of the price-cutting ex
periment. 

Remember that old song, Let's Have An
other Cup of Coffee and Let's Have Another 
Piece of Pie? This is not a depression, but 
it is an ecunomic crisis the businessmen of 
your city have decided to become pioneers in 
meeting. Get into the spirit of the song! 

Get behind the Newburyport plan. Think 
it, talk it, act on it! Get out and make 
Newburyp •rt cash registers tinkle, in a sym-

phony whose echoes shall be heard from 
coast to coast ! 

This is big. Be a part of it! 

Mr. Chairman, as its representative in 
Congress, I am pleased to re-echo this 
symphony of action toward stabilization 
and to the representatives of the people 
of this Nation, urge support of this drive 
ir. order that our economy can be more 
evenly balanced in the quickest possible 
time, and that prosperity be retained in 
this country of ours. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself 20 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, I am opening general 
debate on the bill H. R. 3123, which, in my 
opinion, is the soundest Interior Depart
ment appropriation bill that has been be
fore the House in many a year. This 
subcommittee has la,bored hard and dili
gently to get the facts upon which it 
could base sound judgment, and it has 
come forth with a bill ' that represents 
sound judgment. None less than the 
President of the United States slapped 
this subcommittee on the wrist last year 
when it appropriated and made avail
able in the :fiscal year 1947, the present 
fiscal year, $465,500,000 in appropriations 
and contract authorizations. The fol
lowing table, furnished me by the Budget 
Bureau, shows the $465,000,000 that was 
available in appropriations and contract 
authorizations for obligation during the 
fiscal year 1947: 

Statement of appropriations ancl contract authorizations available tor obligation during 
the fiscal year 1947 

PART 1. AGENCIES COVERED BY THE DEPARTMENT OF THE INTERIOR APPROPRIATION ACT 

Unexpended balances of prior-year appro· 
priations and contract authorizations as Total appro-
of June 30, 194G 2 priations and 

1947 appro· 1------..,...----------·--- contract 

pr~;~~~;ctnd Unobligated balances ~~;~':~~~i-
Description authoriza· Unliqui- ------------ able for obli-

tions 1 dated obli· A vailablc for Not avail- gation dur· 
gations obligation able for obli· ing the fiscal 

after June !!ation after year 1947 

(1) (2) 

Department of the Interior: 
Office of the Secretary- ---------------- $4,247,294 ~09,000 
Comm1ssion of Finr Arts______________ 10,000 
Hi~h Commissioner to the Philippine · 

Islands ______________________________ -------------- 25,000 
Bonneville Power Administration_____ 12,470,000 12,840,000 
Office of Fishery Coordination .. ...• •.. -------------- 4, 000 
Solid Fuels Administration for War... 2, 950,000 48,000 
Southwestern Power Administration .. 7, 600, GOO 491,000 
Grmo:ing SPrvice. _ --------------------- 1, 327, 500 104, 000 
General Land Office__ ___ ___________ ___ 8, 756, '726 837,000 
Bureau of Indian Aitairs. ------------- 40,705,879 5, 905, 000 
Bureau of Reclamation________________ llli, 795, 543 8, 025,000 
Geological Survey ____ ----------------- 9, 709,072 2, 334,000 
Bureau of Mines_______________________ 10,845, 515 4, 179, 000 
Gas and Oil Division.--------------------------·---- 1,000 
National Park Service_________________ 25, 285, 455 1, 823,000 
Fish and Wildlife Service .. ------------ 10,708, 502 3, 892, 000 
Govcmment in the TE'rritories_________ 9, 372,590 4, 893,000 
War Relocation AuthoritY-------------·-------------- 1, 293,000 
Claims and judgments _________________ ----~--------- 275,000 

30, 1946 J~ne 30, 194G 

(3) 

$13, coo 

(4) 

$934,000 
1, 000 

77,000 --------------
2,934,000 ---------- ----

-------------- 18,000 
-------------- 572,000 

200,000 67,000 
630, 000 43, 000 

u, 146, 000 200, 000 
4, 554, 000 2, 400, 000 

142, 555,000 23,000 
230, 000 3 -1, 095, 000 

23, 109, 000 831, 000 
-- - ----------- 16,000 

14, 831, 000 145, 000 
486, coo 2, 851, 00.0 

9, 993, 000 2, 000 
29, 000 4, 976, 000 

(1)+(3) 

~4, 260,294 
10,000 

77,000 
15,404,000 

2, 950,000 
7,800, 000 
I, 957, 500 

14,902,726 
45,259,879 

258, 31i0, 543 
9, 939,072 

33,954,515 

40, 116,455 
11,194, 502 
19,365, 590 

29,000 

l'rivate relief acts ____________ _____ __ ___ ------------- - ___ 1,_0_00_
1

_-_--_-_--_-_--_--_-_--_

1

_-_-_--_-_--_-_--_--_-_·

11

_--_-_--_-_--_-_--_--_-

Total, covered by the Department of I 
the Interior Appropriation Act____ 2.59, 784.076 47, 879, 000 205, 787, 000 11,984,000 465, 571, 076 

1 Includes appropriations in the Third Defjciency Appropriation Act, 1946. Excludes .appropriations to liquidate 
contract authorizations. 

2 Excludes bAlances which lapsed and reverted to the surplus funds on June 30. 1946. 
a Repayment will take care of overobligation. 

How did the Department of the Inte
rior arrive at that situation? Let us see. 
You remember that last year the appro
priation for the fiscal year 1947 in the 
regular annual supply bill was $252,300,- · 

000. in round figures. This is consider
ably less than they had available for ex
penditure and for obligation. That is 
the difference between the $465,500,000 
they actually had available according to 
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the Budget Bureau and the annual supply 
bill. Where did they get the $465,000,000 
then to spend? They got it because the 
Interior Department had practiced the 
habit of getting more money than they 
could spend in any fiscal year. The con
struction items were made available un
til expended and carried over from year 
to year when the Department could not 
spend them. Instead of trying to keep a 
safe IQtty of funds behind them to cover 
emergencies, they just piled up as much 
as they could. In my opinion, the bu
reaucrats in the Department were cer
tainly trying to pile up funds that they 
knew they could not spend in the year's 
time for which they were asking money 
in each annual appropriation bill. 

The President has liberalized his orig
inal special antiinfiation treatment of the 
Bureau of Reclamation twice. He 
slapped this subcommittee, and he 
slapped the Congress, and he slapped the 
members of his own party with a freeze 
order. In other words, his freeze order · 
said that amount of money appropri
ated last year, if expended and obligated, 
would be inflationary not only ··n the fis
cal year 1947, but he also had his eye 
on the future. He said the appropria
tions for construction should not be ex
pended at a higher rate in the fiscal year 
1948. 

On October 26, on the eve of election, 
he liberalized his freeze order with ref
erence to the Bureau of Reclamation. 
In the first instance, on August 2, they 
had available in the Bureau of Recla
mation for expenditure some $209,000,-
000 which had been piled up from the 
1947 annual supply bill and previous 
years. The President in effect said, "If 
the Bureau of Reclamation spends that 
much money; that is inflationary. More 
than that, next year it will be inflation
ary. So I liinit you for each of the fiscal 
years." This is the President talking 
now, just as we were adjourning the sec
ond session of · the Seventy-ninth Con
gress. His own party had appropriated 
the money and had followed through the 
recommendations of his budget esti
mates. He said, "$85,000,000 is all you 
can spend this fiscal year for the Bureau 
of Reclamation, and $85,000,000 the next 
fiscai year." · 

On the basis of the President's freeze 
order we would not have to appropriate 
for the Bureau of Reclamation for two 
and one-half fiscal years. It is just as 
simple as dividing $209,000,000 by the 
rate of expenditure · of the President, · 
$85,000,000 a year. On October 22 he 
liberalized the order and allowed the 
Bureau of Reclamation to spend $25,-
000,000 more, or $110,000,000, leaving 
$99,000,000 still frozen. 

As late as January 10, 1947, 40 days 
before the Bureau of Reclamation hear
ings were started before our subcommit
tee, he had only released $130,000,000 for 
expenditure in this fiscal year out of 
$209,000,000 available for construction 
to this one agency. The rest of this 
amount is tied up as indicated in the re
port. It is tied up today, and all of the 
hue and cry about the action of this sub
committee does not explain why mem
bers of his own party from August 2, 

1946, to this very day have not spon
sored a bill to unfreeze these funds 
which have already been appropriated 
by the Congress. 

Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. Mr. Chair
man. will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I yield. 
Mr. MILLER of Nebraska. I intro

duced a resolution a few days ago to try 
to unfreeze these funds because it seems 
to me that when the Chief Executive can 
freeze moneys appropriated by the Con
gress, whether it be the Department of 
Interior or for · national defense, he 
therefore controls the pursestrings and 
certainly such an act by the Chief Ex
ecutive should not be permitted by the 
Congress, particularly in this case where 
he signed the bill with a half a dozen 
pens and gave people the pens as souve
nirs and said, "This is a fine bill; please 
step forward and get your pen." 

On August 2 the House adjourned. On 
August 3, in a letter dated August 2, the · 
freeze order was in effect. I have a 
resolution in now. I hope the commit
tee will see fit to act on it to see tha ... not 
only these funds but future funds appro- · 
priated by the Congress cannot be frozen 
or made inactive by the Chief Executive. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. If the gentleman 
will permit me to make a correction, I did 
not say that the present majority party 
had not introduced a reSolution to un
freeze these funds. I said none of the 
President's party had introduced a bill to 
unfreeze these funds. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? . 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I yield. 
Mr. CURTIS. Was the committee able 

to ascertain whether or not the authority 
under which the President proceeded to 
freeze these funds still exists? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. The committee 
did not inquire into that because this is a 
committee to appropriate. We assumed 
since the President froze the funds they 
would be available in the next fiscal year 
and :we made our appropriation on that 
basis. But I would like to discuss that a 
little further as we go along. 

There has been a lot of loose talk about 
this bill discontinuing many worth-while 
projects. I call your attention to the 
committee report on pages 3. 4, 5, and· 6, 
to the amount available at the beginning 
of the fiscal year 1947, which is July i, 
1946, calendar year. The amount that 
the President froze is in the ·second 
column and the net available allowed for 
expenditure by the President at the end 
of the fiscal year 1947. You will note 
that in the first place there had been 
voted for construction $287,908,605. The 
President reserved of this and froze so 
that it could not be spent $125,193,605. 
That $125,193,605 is there. It is in the 
President's hands. It is available to him. 
He can freeze it or J:ie can unfreeze it. 
People who have been circulating this 
information about the committee's ac
tion, that we are discontinuing worth
while projects, need just to look at these 
first few pages of the committee report 
to understand fairly and squarely that 
the committee has not been penny 
pinching in the appropriation of these 
1948 fiscal year funds. It is quite obvious 

that the people have been circulating 
this information for political purposes 
or in a downright misrepresentation of 
the facts. It is quite obvious that a 
smear campaign is under way, but this 
Congress will not be deterred in its ef
forts to restore efficiency in the Depart
ment of the Interior. 

If we did not appropriate a cent for 
the Bonneville Power Administration, for 
instance, it would have to expend, in the 
fiscal year 1948, $500,000 more than the 
President let them spend this fiscal year. 

Let us take a look at the table on page 
3. You will see they had available $23,-
000,000. How much did the President 
freeze? Eleven million seven hundred 
fifty-~ve thousand dollars. How much 
did that leave them to spend? Eleven 
million three hundred ten thousand dol
lars. So if we did not appropriate a cent 
they . would h·ave $500,000 more. The 
committee was very liberal with the 
Bonneville Power Administration. What 
did we allow them? Six million nine hun
dred seven thousand eight hundred dol
lars. Is this committee against the 
sound use of hydroelectric power in the 
West and Southwest with that kind of a 
record? 

Let us look at another item. You will 
remember that last year on the floor of 
the House there was voted for the South
west Power Administration $7,500,000, 
for the transmission and sale of electric 
energy from two dams. Norfork and 
Denison Dams, in Arkansas and. Texas, 
respectively. That was appropriated by 
the Congress, signed and sealed by the 
President, and the money became avail
able to the Southwest Power Adminis
tration. How did the President treat 
those funds that Congress had so liber
ally voted? Well, he froze $3,700,000 of 
it, and that is still frozen. If we did not 
appropriate 1 cent for the Southwest 
Power Administration they would have 
only $100,000 less than the President let , 
them spend this yea~. How much dld 
this pinch-penny committee, as it has 
labeled, appropriate for the Southwest 
Power Administration? We have been 

. very liberal in what we think is a sound 
program to get a return for the Gov
ernment on the investment it has already 
made in those dams. If we provide the 
additional money, money in addition to 
the $7,500,000 that was voted last year, 
we can tie the two dams together. What 
is the situation in the Southwest? You 
have a negligible amount of water some
times in a year, and·you have :flash floods. 
These dams were built for the purpose of 
storing the water that comes down the 
rivers during these :flash floods. The 
firm power generated at any hydro
electric dam is power that is sure during 
all seasons of the year, all hours of the 
day. It is p'ower generated from water 
at the low-water mark of the river. If 
you consider firm energy from these two 
dams separately you have a smaller 
amount of firm power to sell, but when 
you connect them together you can 
make the low water in one river, going 
through its dam generators complement 
the low water passing through the other 
dam generators in the other river, and 
get more firm power to sell. The Ad-
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ministrator of the Southwest Power Ad
ministration estimates that from 10 to 
30 percent more firm power would be · 
generated at Southwest Power Adminis
tration if we provided the money to tie 
the two dams together. So it may look 
figure-wise, and the demagog may say 
we have cut the life out of the South
west Power Administration, but on the 
basis of sound facts and return on Gov
ernment investment to build up more 
firm power that can be marketed suc
cessfully, we provided the necessary 
amount, $1,246,000. That is the neces
sary amount. 

One dime more cannot be deft::aded at 
this time. 

Now, let us look at the Indian Service. 
I am ·just covering construction items 
now because that is where the heat of 
criticism has been. We are -labeled as 
destroying these great construction proj
ects. The Indian Service has some con
struction items for irrigation, and build
ings, and utilities, and roads. 

On the first day of the present fiscal 
year, July 1, 1946, the Indian Service has 
$11,173,000. How much did the Presi
dent freeze? He froze $6,289,838, and 
left them to spend this year $4,883,000. 

If we do not appropriate one red cent 
for the. Indian Service construction items 
for the fiscal year 1948, and if the Presi
dent would just unfreeze the funds he 
has frozen they would have a million 
more to spend. What did the committee 
do? It considered the pleas of the In
dian Service and the Indian population 
and the committee has looked upon the 
needs of the Indians and said: You need 
this much more money appropriated for 
your buildings and for your utilities to 
carry on an orderly program of con
struction; so we appropriated liberally 
for the Indian Service, and with the 
freezing order funds they will have $11;-
736,838 tor construction of irrigation sys
tems, buildings, utilities, and roads. 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I yield. 
Mr. DONDERO. A few minutes ago 

the gentleman was discussing the ques
tion of the reduction of funds for the 
power section of the Department of the 
Interior. Control of power was given to 
the Department of the Interior under 
section 5 of the Flood Control Act . 

I wish to advise t he gentleman and the 
House that I have introduced a bill to 
repeal that section and to place the power 
authority back in the Federal Power 
Commission and under the Army engi
neer.:: where it was in the fi rst place. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I thank the gen
tleman for his observation. We had to 
appropriate according to the law as it 
stands today and we have taken care of 
our responsibilities thereundP:. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman. will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. clONES of Ohio. I yield. 
Mr. CASE of South Dakota. The gen

tleman from Michigan has referred to 
a bill whlch he introduced. I noted with 
a great deal of interest the provisions of 
the bill; I have read it. I am just a lit
t le bothered to know whether it may not 
establish two or three different sales 

agencies to deal with power and whether 
or not it may not mean that we may 
have two or three different ya~:dsticks to 
determine the proper price of Federal 
power. 

Mr. DONDERO. If I may answer the 
gentlemaii--

Mr. JONES of Ohio. May I ask the 
gentleman to wait until we get to the 
theories and formulas of the basic legis
lation ~·uct a little later? 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. May I 
ask the gentleman from Ohio regarding 
his comment about being liberal with 
the Indian Service? Does the gentle-

·man refer only to construction funds? 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. I am referring to 

construction funds at this point; yes. I 
am taking up all the construction items 
because that is where ·~he heat and criti
cism is being turned on the Committee 
and I . want to challenge those who say 
we have ripped the West up the back. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. What I 
am wondering about is whether enough 
funds have been provided to operate the 
education_ facilities which your Indian 
Service already has. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I will get to that 
later. 

-Mr. CURTIS. Just one further ques
tion with reference to the freeze order 
on funds. for the Bureau of Reclamation. 

· Mr. JONES of Ohio. I have not come 
to that item. Wait until I get to that. 

Mr. CURTIS. I thought the gentle-
man had passed it. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. No, no. 
:M:rt CURTIS. Very well; I will wa!t. 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. With the 

amounts allowed in the bill for ·the 
Bureau ·of Reclamation for the fiscal 
year 1948 we have provided $11 ,000,000 
more for the fiscal year ~948 than the 
President allowed them to spend this 
year. 
B~ar in mind we have also allowed with 

the frozen funds and the amount of new 
money, $11 ,000,000 more for expenditure 
in the fiscal year 1948 than the President 
allowed to be spent in the fiscal year 
1947. 

I now yield to the gentleman from 
Nebraska. 

Mr. CURTIS.. Is it the · intent of the 
Committee that they want the President 
to unfreeze these funds and make avail
able for construction the money that the 

·Congress has already appropriated? 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. L~t me continue 

and I will answer the gentleman cate
gorically in a moment. I do not want 
to break up the continui.ty of my state
ment. 

These facts effectively answer the 
campaign of misinformation that has 
been spread across the country and espe
cially among the Western States. 

We have some construction items in 
the National Park Service. Last year 
they had available $25,622,000. How 
much did the President freeze? Seven
teen million dollars. He only let them 
spend $8,000,000. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio has expired. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself 20 additional minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, the committee recog
nizes that there will be a large customer 
population in all the parks this year. We 
know. they have been on a stand-by, 
caretaker basis during the war. We 
want to fulfill our obligations and pro
vide the necessary roads, buildings, and 
facilities to take care of the public so 
that they may fully enjoy the great na
tional resources in th~se parks. So the 
committee was very liberal and, although 
the Park Service would have twice as 
much money to spend on roads and 
trails and on buildings and physical im
provements as it had last year if we did 
not appropriate another cent, the com
mittee has fulfilled its obligation to the 
public and has provided som·e $2,650,000 
more for this purpose. 

Turning next to government in the 
Territories, we have a little different con
sideration there. The, General Staff has 
emphasized the importance of rebuild
ing the Alaska Railroad; it has empha
rized the importance of building roads, 
so that in case of a national emergency 
the great Territory of Alaska may be pro
·tected by the Army·. So the President's 
freeze order did not apply last year to 
the funds appropriated for construction 
of roads and trails, as well as other 
buildings and utilities in Alaska. We 
have allowed the full amount of the _ 
budget estimate so that there win be no 
question but that any spot in the Terri
tory_ of Alaska may be protected by our 
armed services. 

. Mr. Chairman, that winds up all of 
the construction items in the bill. 

The people of the West are just as 
eager as are the ·Jeople of the remainder 
of the country to see that the people's 
money is wisely spent. Westerners can 
see better than anyone else the careless
ness and lack of sound planning that has 
marred some of the worth-while proj
ects in their parts of the country. They 
welcome the effort of this Republican 
Congress to see that an orderly program 
for helping the West in ,developing its 
natural resources shall be put into effect, 
and they want that done now. 

Now, the President's freeze orders did 
not affect only 1947 funds. The Presi
dent had his eye on 1948 funds. In every 
letter to the Interior Department, he 
indicates that construction programs for 
public works in the whole Government 
should be cut in half. And he indicated 
that the other half would be used in the 
fiscal year 1948. Bear in mind, he cut 
the Bureau of Reclamation 60 percent. 

Apparently the President thought it 
was more offensive to inflationary pres
sures than any other item in his public
works program, because you will note on 
page 44 of the hearings a statement by 
the President dated October 24 where 
he is only cutting all public works from 
$1,600,000,000 to $900,000,000. He is only 
cutting other public works across the 
board for every executive agency 43 per
cent at this rate. 

Now, we certainly are taking the Presi
dent at his word. We are not assuming 
that he is hypocritical by cutting the 
over-all public works appropriations 43 
percent and singling out reclamation in 
the first instance for a 60-percent cut. 
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We are glad to have President Truman 
cooperate with us in this · antiinflation 
program. The subcommittee, too, be
lieves that inflation is deadly in its eco
nomic effect to the whole Nation. The 
subcommittee agrees with the President 
that public works expenditures are in
ftationary, when the Government bids in 
the market price Jor critically short ma
terials and runs the price up on them to 
increase the cost of living across the 
board for the common man. 

Now, the only difficulty with the Presi
dent's letter is that his departments are 
trying to double-cross him. I assume 
that the President is sincere. We are 
trying to uphold his hand. But his In
terior budget estimates call for construc
tion funds of $163,810,000. Add that to 
the amount which he has presently 
frozen, available now, and which will be 
avai1able in the fiscal year 1948-the same 
as the new funds in this bill-and he 
would get an over-all expenditure in 1948 
of $292,071,946, for Interior Department 
construction. 

Now did the Department of Interior 
double-cross the President in presenting 
these inflated requests? Have they vio
lated the President's ultimatum? Or 
have we been handed a watered budget? 

Certainly the President does not want 
us to appropriate his full budget request 
so that he can slap on the wrist a Re
publican Congress committed to cutting 
the · fat and oil from Government · ex
penditures. 

·We are not going to let the Department 
of the Interior double-cross our anti
inflation program, and we have brought 
in a bill that, in my opinion, is still too 
high on the yardstick of the rate of ex
penditure that the President has allowed 
this year for construction in the west, in 
Alaska and all over the United States. 

The President allowed in 1947 for con
struction $162,715,000. This bill, with 
the frozen funds, allows 25 percent more. 
Can the New Deal propaganda agencies 
say that we have been parsimonious with 
the Department of Interior? 

No; there is nothing wrong with this· 
bill. There is nothing wrong except in 
the 1947 fiscal year the Department of 
the Interior has about $300,000 to propa- · 
gandize their point of view. This com
mittee has been lambasted from the 
afternoon it marked up this bill in ex
ecutive session. This subcommittee has 
observed the rules of comity between the 
two Houses of Congress. This subcom
mittee has sat quietly by as statements 
were made in another body based upon a 
misapprehension of the facts, and while 
those statements have gone out all over 
the country and while they have been re
echoed with this $300,000 propaganda 
machine, the committee has been de
fenseless, and this is the first day that 
we have had an opportunity to · present 
our views in any forum before the Amer
ican public. You wil1 find in the para
graphs of the report of the committee 
describing these actions that a major por
tion of the cut in the Secretary's office 
from $1,600,000 to $1,000,000 is to be borne 
by the Personnel Administration, by the 
Divisiml of Information and by the 

Power Division of the Department of the 
Interior. 

I believe that if the great widespread 
activities of the Department of the In
terior are sound, they will rise and stand 
upon the basis of their worth. If they 
are all good, if everything they are doing 
is beneficial to the public, then they do 
not need $300,000 to propagandize and 
misrepresent the facts to the public, mis
represent the subcommittee, and put us in 
a bad light with the country until we get 
an opportunity to speak our piece and 
make the facts known. 

Now, are we in a fair fight with these 
propagandists? Are we? Well, I will say 
we are not. Only four members of this 
subcmnmittee of seven are trying to hold 
the position against this great Depart
ment's inflationary movement. We have 
only four members of the subcommittee 
trying to hold down inflation. What 
chance have fnur people, taking care of 
their constituents' business, taking care 
of all of the other jobs that come to a 
Congressman's desk, and trying to fight 
a great landed interest like that? I have 
faith that the American people will get 
to- know the truth and that they will 
come forward with the right answers and 
will support the action of this commit
tee~ The Republican -Party must face the 
issue with the President. Last year a 
New Deal majority voted new money for 
the 1947 fiscal year for the over-all ex
penditure of the Government. Thirty
three billion of new money was voted in 
the annual supply bills for all executive 
agencies for the fiscal year 1947. 

The Republican Party cannot avoid the 
fact that there was available for all Gov
ernment agencies, for expenditure in this 
1947 fiscal year, not $33,000,000,000 of 
new money that we voted but $57,000,-
000,000. We talk about cutting back ex
penditures to $37,000,000,000. A great 
hue and cry has been raised that we are 
going to fail. I tell you that we can make 
good every tax cut, we can make good 
every promise that we made to the elec
torate, if we take cognizance of this 
great, vast, surplus of moneys which are 
held in a kitty by the executive branch 
of the Government. Nobody will chal
lenge these figures. 

New money appropriated for the fiscal 
year 1947 during the last calendar year 
was $33,019,328,535. I have a letter from 
the Budget Bureau, which I shall insert • 
in the RECORD at this point. which shows 
that there is available for all depart
ments and agencies of Government for 
this fiscal year $57,674,586,235. 
EXECUTIVE OFFICE OF THE PRESIDENT, 

BUREAU OF THE BUDGET, 
Washington, D. C., September 20, 1946. 

Hon. RoBERT F. JoNEs, 
House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
MY DEAR MR. JoNEs: The information re

quested in your letters· of July 3 and July 
27 on the balances of appropriations and 
contract authorizations as of June 30, 1946, 
which are available for the fiscal year 1947, 
is contained in the enclosed tables, itemized 
by agencies and bureaus grouped and totaled 
according to the annual appropriation acts. 
For your convenience we have also shown 
on this table the 1947 appropriations and 
contract authorizations and the sum of the 

approprlations.and balances available to each 
agency for obligation during the fiscal year 
1947. 

The amounts shown include all general 
and special fund appropriations but do not 
include trust fund appropriations. Column 
1 includes the appropriations and contract 
authorizations made available for . obliga
tion during 1947 by the annual and supple
mental appropriation acts, plus amounts be
coming available under permanent appro
priations. Appropriations made to liquidate 
contract authorizations are eliminated in 
combining the appropriations and contract 
authorizations in order to avoid the dupli
cation which would otherwise occur. The 
total thus arrived at of appropriations and · 
contract authorizations made available to all 
the agencies of the Government by the 1947 
annual and supplemental appropriation acts 
amounts to $33,019,328,535. 

The unexpended balances as of June 30, 
,1946, as shown in columns 2, 3, and 4 of the · 
attached table exclude the balances of 1944 
appropriations which lapsed and reverted to 
the surplus fund of the Treasury on June SO, 
1946. . The balances shown in these columns 
also exclude the amounts rescinded by title 
II of the Third Deficiency Appropriation 
Act, 1947, approved July 23, 1946. These un
expended balances as of June 30, 1946, are 
broken down between unliquidated obliga
tions (column 2) and unobligated balances 
(columns 3 and 1). The unobligated bal
ances are broken down in turn between those 
avatlable (column 8) and those not available 
(column 4) for obligation in 1947. The un
obligated balances not available for obliga
tion after June 30, 1946 (column 4) are the 
balances of the 1945 and 1946 annual appro
priations which expired on June 30, 1945 and 
1946, respectively, and are no longer avail
able for obligation. The amounts available 
for obligation after June 30, 1946 (column 3) 
are the balances of continuing appropria
tions, which remain available indefinitely. 

The total appropriations and contract au
thorizations available to the various agencies 
for obligation during the fiscal year 1947 of 
$36,864,622,235 (column 5) are the sum of 
the 1947 appropriations and contract author
izations (column 1) and the unobligate<i 
balances available for obligation after June 
30, 1946 (column 3). The unliquidated obli
gations of $20,809 ,964,000 (column 2) may be 
added to the total amount available for obli
gation (column 5) to arrive at the total 
available for expenditure (disbursement) 
during 1947, or subsequently. This total 
amount available for expenditl,lre 1s $57,-
674,586,235. 

Very t1·uly yours, 
F. J. LAWTON, 

Administrative Assistant. 

What does that mean? Twenty-four 
billion dollars has been cached away. 
$24,000,000,000 the executive branch of 
the Government wants to hold onto from 
year to year, and a part of that is 
$465,500,000 in the Department of the In
teri.or. This appropriation bill for the In
terior Department is a fight to drag out of 
the sack some of that $24,000,000,000. It 
should not be there: Congress, if it does 
its duty, an(. this Republican Congress 
will, will start dragging out of the sock 
funds that are not in use but which are 
available for expenditure the same as if 
we voted them anew last year. 

Now I want to analyze this $465,500,-
000 that was available at the beginning 
of the present fiscal year---one of the 
reasons why the President had to pre
sent the freeze order in order to stop 
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inflation. How does it work out? Ac
cording to the Budget Bureau, $195,952,-
130 is available for administration, oper-

ation, and research, available for obliga
tion during the fiscal year 1947. The 
next table is the same "in the sock" 

money represented by construction, and 
I shall insert it in the RECORD at this 
point. 

Department of the Interior-Statement of unexpended balances as of June 30, 1946, and appropriations for fiscal year 1947, for 
construction accounts 

Organization UIJ.it and appropriation title 

Bo~neville Power Administration: Construction, operation, and maintenance, Bonneville power transmis-SIOn system _______________________________ ____ ___ _________________________ _______ ______________ ___ _________ _ 
War Relocation Authority, transferred from: Community facilities, defense public works, Office of Admin-

istrator, Federal Works Agency ____ ---------------------------------~--------------------------------------
Southwestern Power Administration: 

Unexpended balances, !une 
30, 1946 

Unliquidated Unobligated 
obligations balances 

$12, 839, 923 $2,433,604 

253 4, 216 

Appropria
tions, 1947 

I $12, 470, 000 

Conf~ru~tio~------ -.--.-----~-------------- ---------------------------------------------------------------- ---------------- ---------------- 7, 500, 000 
Gen~~~ Lcandobii~~m1stratwn, act of 1938·---------------------------------------------------------------- 416, 460 ---------------- ----------------

Working fund (access roads>------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 17,082 37,518 ----------------
Bur!~r~~Jl!d£~~~~i:c works, Bureau of Yards and Docks)_-----------------: ·--------------------------- 2, 292 16,608 ----------------

Construction: 
Irrigation systems (reimbursable)---------------------------------------------------------------------- 99,090 631, 702 1 924,038 
Buildings and utilities, Indian Service________________________________________________________________ 9, 033 1, 861, 582 3, 023,800 

Roads, Indian reservations.------------------------------------------------------------------------------ 357, 545 371,587 1 3, 700, ooo 

Total available 
for expendi
tures, 1947 

$27, 743, 527 

4,469 

5, 500,000 
416,460 

54,600 
18,900 

1, 654,830 
4, 894,415 
4, 429, 132 

Bureau of Reclamation: 
t=========l========l========l======== 

Reclamation fnnd, special fund, construction: 
Altus _____ ----- .• -- .. ---.---- .. ----_._ ... ----- __ ------.---------. ___ •... ------ __ ----------- __ --·---____ 17 
Belle Fourche. ________ ----------- __ • __ ------- __ -------------- __ ------- ____ ----------- ________________ ------ _________ _ 

~~~~~-~1;~~~~-~~~-c~ ~: ::::::::::::::::::::::::::::: = = = = =: =: = = =: = = = =: ::: =: = :: = =::: =: =::: =: = = = = = == = = = = -- ------~~~ ~~ ~-

~~~Jf~:r~~~~~~~-lll:m=~~~=~~~~~~~~~:~~~=~~~=~~~-i=!~~-~~~-~-~-=-~-~~~~~-:-~~!!~!~=~~=-~-~! ________ :~: ~~-
Humboldt. __ __ .-----------------. ____ -------- _____________ _. __________________________________ -------- _ ------- _______ _ 

1, 991,225 
28,547 

288,166 
143,523 

3, 389,827 
34,747 

109,383 
1, 380,597 

36,510 
122,132 

3, 5f>8 

~~~F==~=~-~~~-j~=~:-~:m=_=-~i-!-~~~~!-i~~~=-~:~-~~~~~~~=!-~=i~~!~~=~~~!!~~m=~=~~~-~~!-t _______ i ~ 
Orland. _____ -------""---------- •. -- •. --.------------------------ •• ----------------------------------- ----------------

~:~?~~~=== = = == = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = == = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = == = = = = = = = = = = = = = ---------~~~ ~~~-Pine River .. __ ... ---- __ . ___ ... _______ • __ . __ .----- •• ________ • ____________ . ______ ._------ __ ------ __ •.•. ------ _. _______ _ 

Jl~:~~:=~~;~;~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~~ ---------~J!1_ 

21,937 
1, 289 

753,359 
1, 282,805 

646,912 
40,007 
35,000 

209,557 
1,400, 850 

848, 471 
11,912 

1, 534,877 
893,731 

1, 695,232 
394,261 

San Luis Valley _______ ------------------------------------------------------------------------------- ---------- ___ __ _ Shoshone-Heart Mountain._· _____________________________ • _____ • __ _ ----- ___ ------ __ __ __ --------______ 13, 735 

~~~~~~~:: ~in!!'ood ~ = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = =~ = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = = 
1

' i~g 
1,000, 000 
1, 316, 170 
1, 140,279 

70,439 

~~~~~L ==:::: ========= =: = ======= ==== == == =========== = :: ==: === ====== == === ===== :::: ========: = ====== ~~: ~~ Uncompahgre ______ • _. _____ • ___________________________________ • ______ ________________________ • ___ . _ _ _ __ • _ •• _. ______ _ 
65,809 

1, 985,116 
5,182 

Upper Snake River _____ • _______ ._. ___ • _________________ • ___ -------- ___ ------- _____ -----_._. __ ------- _ ____ -------- ___ _ 
Vale _____ ________________ ----- _________________ --------- ______ • ____ • ___ ------- __ • _______ • ______ -----__ 51 
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Yakima ____________________ ---------- __ • ____ ----- _____ • ______________ ------- _____________________ • ___ ------------ ___ _ 100,000 Yakima-Roza Division _________________________ • _____________ -------_._----- ___________________ ••• ___ 101 
Yuma __ --- ___ • _________ ---------- __ -------------------- __ ._------ __ ------------ __ ----._------ __ ----- ______ • _ ---- ___ _ _ 

1, 637,822 
100,000 

2, 664,610 
----------------

2,040, 735 
----------------

2, 782,659 
----------------
------i~7i6~ 837" 
-----· ---------------------------------------- ... ------ ..... -... -... -----
------ i~ 895~ 000-

1, 281,605 
1,000,000 

62,000 

--------i25;ooo-
650,410 

----------------
------2~ 223~ 520" 

360,675 
3, 520,550 

--------650~4io-
1, 917,672 

-------- i96~895" 
41,625 

1, 738,000 
-------- ... ---------------------------------------
----------------

2, 597,100 
----------------

4, 655,852 
28,547 

2, 429,516 
143,523 

6,201, 232 
47,634 

158, 100 
3,233, 339 

72, 115 
122,132 
. 3, 568 

29,829 
1, 289 

2,660, 737 
2,648, 496 
1, 658, 143 

102,013 
35, ()()(} 

336,261 
2,100, 278 

548,471 
11,912 

3, 823,982 
1, 282, 534 
5,226, 288 

394,261 
1, 650,410 
3, 247,577 
1, 141, 754 

267,690 
119,414 

3, 738,879 
5,182 

25 
190 

100,000 
4,235,023 

100,000 

52,861,196 Total, reclamation fund, construction ..•• ----------------------------------------------------------- 676,487 24,719,406 27,465,303 
1=========1========1========1======== 

Reclamation projects, payable from gPneral fund: 
Gila project, Arizona (reimbursable) ... --------------------------------------------------------------- 83,190 1, 500,036 
Davis Dam project, Arizona-Nevada (reimbursable)------------------------------------- ------------- 157,614 7, 844,270 
Parker Dam power projr.ct, Arizona-California (rflimbursable)---------------------------------------- 156,555 164,295 
Central Valley project, California (reimbursable) ----------------------------------------------------- 3, 281,779 28,298,460 
Kings River project, Californi!l __________ -------------------------------------------------------------- ----------- ___ __ ------------- __ _ 
Colorado-Big Thompson project, Colorado (reimbursable)-------------------------------------------- 280,659 3, 858, 790 
Pine River project, Colorado (reimbursable)_____ _____________________________________________________ 296 13,454 
San Luis Valley project, Colorado (reimbursable) ---- ------------------------------------------------- 273 385, 172 
Boise project, Idaho, Anderson Ranch (reimbursable) .• ---------------------------------------------- 192,984 316,128 
Hungry Horse project, Montana (reimbursable)------------------------------------------------------- ------------ ____ 1, 491, 256 
Tucumcari. project, New Mexico (reimbursable)------------------------------------------------------ 84,672 756, 349 
Lugert-Altus projert, Oklahoma (reimbursable)______________________________________________________ 31,338 433,650 
-colorado River project, Texa..<: (reimbursable) __ ------------------------------------------------------ 3, 873 46, 346 
Provo River project, Utah (reimbursable).------------------------------------------------------------ 19,610 , 162 
Col~mbia B.a~in projec_t, Washington.<~.ei.mburs.able) ___ _______________________________________________ 335,616 12,866, ~4 
Yak1ma proJect, Washmgton, Roza dlVJSJOn (reimbursable)_----------------------------------------- 19,948 109,.-89 
Water conservation and utility projects (reimbursable)_---------------------------------------------- 144,856 4, 122,136 

Fort Peck project, Montana (reimbursable) ___ ----------------------------------------------------------- 18, 029 992, 602 
Mio;souri River Basin (reimbursable). (no year>----------------------------------------------------------- 140,083 8, 960, 2i3 
Mi~souri River Basin (reimbursable) __________ -----~----------------------------------------------------- 36, 663 749, 084 
.Advances to Colorado River dam fund, Boulder Canyon project------------------------------------------ ---------------- 1, 1i5, 382 
Advances to Colorado River dam fund, All-American CanaL-------------------------------------------- . --------------- 3, 250,025 
Colorado River front work and levee system·-----------------------------------------·-------------------- 2, 682 83, 382 
Valley gravity canal and storage project, Texas----------------------------------------------------------- 5, 037 1, 716, 023 
Tramferred from: 

2,000, 000 
7,500, 000 

12,685,622 
100,000 

7, 504,075 

---------68;4oo-
-----is:ooo:ooo-
------3;34o;ooo-

!lil2, 8!l3 
17,500, 000 

--------433;605" 
5,000, 000 

600,000 

Community facilities, df:'fense public works, Office of Administrator, Federal Works Agency _________ _ 34,896 
32 

286,702 ----------------
Flood control, general, War Department.. ___________________ -----------------------------------------

Geological Survey: 
Transferred from: 

l!'lood control, general, War Department. ____ .-----. __ ------ ___ --------------------------------------
Maintenance and improvement of existing river and harbor wprks, War Department ••••••••••••••••• 

I Includes maintenance and operation. 

132,612 
24,431 

34,139 . ----------------

169,579 
42,962 

3, 583, 22!1 
15, 501,884 

320,850 
44,265,861 

100,000 
·n, 643, 524 

13,750 
385,445 
509, 112 

2, 358,466 
841,021 
464,988 
118,619 
19,772 

31,201, 700 
129,837 

7,606, 992 
1, 943, li24 

26,600,356 
785,747 

1, 608,987 
8, 250,025 

686,004 
1, 721,060 

321,598 
34,171 

302, 191 
67,393 
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Department of the Interior-Statement of unexpended balances as of June 30, 1946, and appropriations for fiscal year 1947, jor 

construction accounts--continued 

Unexpended balances, June 
30, 1946 

Organization unit and appropriation title Appropria· 
tions, 1947 

Total available 
for expendi
tures, 1947 Unliquidated Unobligated 

obligations balances 

Bureau of Mines: 
Construction and equipment of anthracite research laboratory .. --------------------------·---·----------- ···------------- -------- -------- $450,000 
Synthetic liquid fuels ... ---------------------------------------------------------------------------------- $2,845,817 $19,509, 784 2 5, 250,000 
Construction and equipment of helium plants (national defense) .... ------ ----------- --- --- --------------- 1, 307,689 673,474 ----·-------- ---
Drainage tunnel, Leadville, Colo. (national defense) .. ---------------------------------------------------- 20,810 37,381 ----------------

National Park Service: · 
Roads and trails, national parks, emergency construction .•• ---------------------------------------------- 691 5, 926 ----------------
Roads and trails .... --------------------------·------------------------------------------------------------ 136, 220 3, 819,676 1 6, 000,000 
Parkways __ --------- ------------------------------------------------------------------------------ ------- ----------- _____ ----------- _____ 1 11, 000, 000 
Physical improvements, buildings and utilities___________________________________________________________ 9, 216 167,665 1, 330,000 
Blue Ridge, Natchez Trace, and George Washington Memorial Parkways .... ---------------------------- 887, 282 9, 665,910 ----------------

Fish and Wildlife Service: Construction of byproducts plant, Pribilof Islands, Alaska·--------------- - ----- ~- 14,937 41,283 ----------------
Government In the Territories: 

Territory of Alaska : 

$450,000 
Zl, 605,601 
1, 981, 163 

58,191 

6, 617 
9, 955,896 

11,000,000 
1, 505,881 

10,553,192 
56,220 

Wagon roads, bridges, and trails, Alaska (receipt limitation) ... --------------------------------------- 92,096 ------------- - -- 1140,000 232,096 
Construction and maintenance of roads, bridges, and trails, Alaska ... -------------------------------- 821,363 50,000 12,600, ~ , 3, 471,363 
Construction of Palmer-Richardson Road, Alaska (national defense) .... ------------------------------ 83 ---------------- ---------------- 83 
Reconstruction and improvement of Richardson Highway, Alaska (national defense)_________________ 323,079 ---------------- 750,000 1, 073,079 

Government of the Virgin Islands: . 
Transferred from : Community facilities, defense public works, Federal Works Agency--------------- 3, 498 ---------------- ---------------- 3, 498 

Puerto Rico: Emergency relief, revolving fund, act Feb. 11, 1936 . ... -------------------------------------- 116,400 2, 9Zl, 096 ---------------- 3, 043,496 
l----------·l----------l----------l----------

Total, construction accounts, Department of the Interior.---------------------------------------------- 26, 185,074 146,641,048 159, 134, 946 331, 961, 068 

1 Includes maintenance and operation. 
'Includes research and operations. 

The Budget Bureau says that, with 
trust funds and every other item, they 
have available for construction in the fis
cal year 1947, $269,618,946. That gives 
you a sample of the problem. The sub
comm1ttee had to find out what was nec
essary to run the Department of the In
terior on a more efficient basis in 1948. 
That shows you why there was a 10-
pound record. I am not ashamed for one 
minute that we probably struck a new 
high -in the number of pages and in the 
number of exhibits in conducting this 
hearing. We have had in the past a 
bunch of slipshod statements presented 
to the committee that are not backed up 
by the facts. This ·subcommittee in
tends to get the facts and it intends to be 
able to be in a position to prove those 
facts, one table against another. If you 
find two or three tables on the same sub
ject you will know we are approaching it 
from different angles so that we can 
audit their books for them. 

The Republican Party cannot avoid the 
issue that the President instead of hav
ing an over-all appropriation in 1947 of 
$33,000,000,000 has had $24,000,000,000 
extra available to spend. 

The "Republican Party should either 
rescind that $24,000,000,000 or we ought 
to do in all the appropriation bills like 
this subcommittee did-count the $24,-
000,000,000 in, a part of which is frozen, 
because says the President, it is inflation
ary. In our approach to the appropria
tions for the 1948 fiscal year, that is 
exactly what we did. I think it is un
sound to do otherwise. I think it would 
be indefensible when we have been com
mitted to cut appropriations to the bone. 
If we take cognizance of this $24,000,-
000,000 kitty in the executive branch of 
the Government in our appropriation of 
funds for the 1948 fiscal year, I say again, 
we can make every promise of a tax cut 
to the Nation come true and we can sub
stantially reduce the Federal debt. If 
we do as Mr. Krug would like to have us 
do, we would appropriate new money for 

' 

the President and let him keep the $24,-
000,000,000 kitty in a frozen or inactive 
fl..Jnd to release it in the campaign year 
of 1948 in an effort to whip every Repub
lican Congressman. I am one subcom
mittee chairman that he could not whip 
with frozen funds or embarrass by freez
ing the money next August. 

We come out on the floor and say to the 
House, "This is the kind of ·a bill we 
promised the electorate in 1946. This 
bill is an honest bill. It is an honest cut 
and consistent with our anti-inflation 
program for the fiscal year 1948." 

Some .folks have tried to make this· a 
fight between the East and the West. As 
a matter of fact, that is a Krug political 
pipe dream. The New Deal bureaucrats 
are trying to create a rift in the Re
publican Party. But they will fail. The 
Republican Party is united for sound, 
economic appropriations, whether they 
be for something in the East, the West, 
the North, or the South. 

The Department of the Interior has 
not cooperated with the subcommittee 
and will not cooperate with the Congress 
and reemphasize the most important 
parts of their program so that we can 
separate the wheat from the cha·ff. 
There are items in the bill not .supported 
by the public for work provided in the 
budget estimates, so they go from one 
executive agency of the Government to 
the other drumming up business. In 
other words, if they cannot get the public 
to ask for it, then they get other Govern
ment agencies to ask for the services so 
they can keep the pay roll loaded. One 
such item appears in the Bureau of 
Mines. The committee very conscien
tiously is giving every taxpayer a fair 
break. Most of us when we pay our taxes 
only expect the blessings of liberty guar
anteed by the Constitution and the pro
tection of the Army and Navy. That is 

• all we ask. Many people do not even 
. own a ·suit of clothes, a pair of pants 

and vest, and coat to match. Well, then, 
why should the great corporations and 

why should individuals be able to get 
services from the Government and not 
pay for them? 

There have been large items providing 
for special services to private enterprises 
with which they can make a profit. The 
committee eliminated such services to 
the oil and gas industry. One reason is 
that there is no basic authority for the 
activity. The other reason is if the Gov
ernment is going to render these special 
services and gather statistics for the oil 
and gas industry, basic legislation ought 
to ·be adopted which would underwrite 
the cost of the special services, and pri
vate industry using them for profit 
should pay for them. 

The Bureau of Mines proposed to give 
special free statistical services to the 
coal industry. When the Bituminous 
Coal Act was in force before the war, the 
industry underwrote the cost of this sta
tistical service by a percentage of the 
coal produced. The Bituminous Coal 
Act has been liquidated, and during the 
war the Solid Fuels Administration took 
over the job as a war function. Now, 
the war is over. The Solid Fuels Admin
istration is liquidated. What happens to 
the service? The Bureau ·of Mines pro
poses to do the same old job for free 
which the Government used to get paid 
for under the Bituminous Coal Act. The 
committee eliminated that· fund. If in
dustry wants it all well and good, but 
let them pay for it like they used to. 
So, the Bureau of Mines' estimate to con
tinue a peacetime job for nothing so that 
private industry can make a profit is 
discontinued. 

The committee says this special serv
ice without basic legislation should not 
be performed. • 

Commercial fisheries have gotten free 
service in past years. The committee 
did not cut them out altogether, because 
this approach has not come up before, 
but we have rolled them back to before
the-war and early war years. We think 
in the next 2 months basic legislation 
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can be adopted for this great industry 
to underwrite the cost· of this commer
cial service, the same as we propose for 
the oil, gas, and coal industries. Wher
ever we could find the Government con
tributing to or underwriting completely 
programs that should be carried on by 
the States, the committee has eliminated 
or curtailed their operation. Several 
States have provisions in their laws that 
all children of their citizens should be 
educated. The committee cut the budget 
estimate for Indian education to $8,000,-
000, to give the States an opportunity to 
assume some of that responsibility under 
their respective State laws. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio has expired. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself 10 additional minutes. 

Mr. VORYS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. May I please go 
on for a little bit? I will yield later. 

We will look at this item very closely 
next year. The Indian Service has in
creased from $19,000,000 in 1933 to a re
quest for $44,500,000 ir.. 1948. We have 
rolled them back to $33,122,000. Re
member when the Indian Reorganiza
tion Act was passed in 1934? The Indian 
Service Commissioner at that time 
stated that this act would mean eco
. nomic freedom for the Indians. Since 
that ·Jme the miseries of the Indians 
have increased in proportion to the in
crease in appropriation. We have not 
cut the health and welfare items of the 
Indians, but we have cut the administra
tive expenses to the point of digging 
into the fat. This committee has ap
propriated funds for the Department of 
the Interior with an objective point of 
view, consistent with the mandate: of the 
people given to us· in November 1946. 
The main attack on the committee's ac
tion has been with reference to con
struction items and we repeat again that 
it is not wise management for the Gov
ernment to plan to go forward with 
millions of dollars in construction at a 
time w:1en private business is anxiously· 
seeking in the market places the same 
commodities for which the· Government 
will be priority buyer. 

If construction projects requested by 
the Department of the Interior are 'al
lowed in full, the reclamation appropria
tions in this bill are difficult to handle, 
because the reclamation law is a hodge
podge of legislative bills and legislation 
on appropriation bills from 1902 to ·date. 
As a matter of fact, the legislative situa
tion is so bad that the Bureau of Recla
mation gets separate authorizations for 
projects, and then picks out the most fa
vorable portions of every law enacted to 
date, to abuse the spirit and intent of the 
framers of the separate several laws. 
They try to pick out one sentence or one 
paragraph in the law instead of consid
ering the entire law. They use one part 
of an act as a crutch in order to take ad
vantage of the nonreimbursability fea
tures, and boldly proclaim the other sec
tions of the law do not apply. There 
should be a complete recodification of 
the entire law in order to bring down 
consistent, sound policy to date, so that 

XCIII--250 

the committee can act intelligently on 
· the requests. This situation has made 

appropriations for the Bureau of Rec
lamation most diffi<:ult. There have 
been so many exceptions, divisions, and 
special provisions that we have a hard 
time making ourselves experts on the 
subject of considering these appropria
tions for reclamation. When the Appro
priations Committee confronts the bu
reaus with their separate authorization, 
they run to cover under the 1939 act. At 
one point in the hearings Commissioner 
Straus quoted the directives of the flood-· 
control law for the formula for the dfs
position of power from a reclamation 
project. That points up with the fact 
that we have no national power policy. 
It is not denied by the Bureau of Recla
mation. It is simple and obvious that 
flood-control dams are only required to 
return investment allocated to power. 
No interest.: nothing else. Reclamation 
projects are required to return invest
ment in power, plus interest at 3 percent, 
and irrigation investment without inter
est beyond the water user's ability to pay. 

The Interior Department is charged 
with the responsibility of selling power 
at the cheapest possible rate to encour
age the most widespread use of the pow
er generated at flood-control dams. It 
is charged with the responsibility of 
making reclamation dams feasible and 
the only way they can be made feasible 
is for power to pay some of the irrigation 
freight. It is obvious that the two· poli
cies are inconsistent, incompatible, and 
that there ought to be a complete review 
of the whole power law to see if we are . 
not running into a set of facts that 
means disaster for the West, for the 
South, for the East, and for the North. 

Obviously, reclamation dams must 
charge more for electricity than flood
control dams. We are approaching a 
time now when flood-control dams will 
be backing water up against reclama
tion dams, and it is plain to see that 
flood-control power sold in the same 
transmission area w1th reclamation 
power will break the feasibility of the 
reclamation projects. That is simple, 
that is elementary. To have them in 
the same transmission area where there 
is the same amount of water to run the 
machinery of each kind of dam, you 
are running into real trouble. So you 
have reclamation in competition with 
flood control; it is the same as free labor 
versus slave labor where one has to get 
more money to exist than the other. 

See what happened up in the Colum
bia River where, the Interior officials 
have avoided th~ unsound situation by 
creating the Bonneville Power Adminis
tration, a marketing agency within the 
Department. They have settled the 
differences in these pay-out require
ments by contract in order to cover up 
the inconsistencies in the two laws for 
the two dams, on the same river, that 
have been joined together in one trans
mission system. They have provided in 
the contract that the War Department 
dam would have to return 2¥2 percent 
interest a year by contract without 
authority of law, instead of both agen
cies sitting around the conference table 

with Members of Congress and telling us 
that they had reached the point where 
they have an unsound program. In
stead of that they try to cover it up by 
a marketing-agency contract with the 
War Department and the Reclamation 
Bureau. 

This committee must look at appro
priations as a board of · directors would 
look at expenditure of funds in a private 
corporation. There is nothing more nor 
less in the 10 pounds of the hearings 
than an effort to try to put the Depart
ment's huge and vast resources, owned 
by the Government. where they can be 
maintained on a sound business basis. 

I contend that when the Columbia 
Basin is fully developed as is presently 
authorized; when the dams presently au
thorized are constructed, you will have, 
on the Columbia River, water backed up 
by flood-control dams against reclama
tion dams. Vvhen that happens you will 
find that you have to join them together 
in a valley authority. How many people 
in the West want to belong to a Colum
bia Valley Authority? Ho:w many? And 
yet if you allow this situation to con
tinue until all the dams are constructed 
you will find it will be a fait accompli
it will be accomplished-and you cannot 
do anything about it. 

This committee wants to see the pro
gram for the West put upon a sound 
basis. , 

Now, let us go on a step further. The 
Columbia Basin, as you know, has an 
unlimited amount of water. My, the 
huge and tremendous amount of elec
tric energy that can be generated there. 
Tremendous. And already there is au
thorized several miles away, over in west
ern Montana, in the Bonneville Power 
Administration, a dam. One million 
five hundred thousand dollars is carried 
in this bill for that dam to be constructed 
by the Bureau of Reclamation. Its 
power will be sold by the Bonneville 
Power Administration. 

How will that power be sold by the 
Bonneville Power Administration that 
goes across the panhandle of Idaho? 
Bonneville Power Administration has a 
5-year-plan, and I have it with me here, 
the advance program of a system of de
velopment for the Bonneville Power Ad
ministration. You will find a map of 
their program, and you will see that the 
Bonneville Power Administration also 
proposes to transmit electric energy into 
the larger portion of southern Idaho. 

The cost of the generation of electric 
energy on these Idaho reclamation dams 
per kilowatt-hour is much higher than it 
is in the Columbia Basin, but just the 
same they will be in the transmission 
area of the Bonneville Power Adminis
tration. There is the transmission area 
of the Columbia Dam and the Bonne
ville Dam. They are in the· area where 
they must sell their power which costs 
more per kilowatt to generate. Already 
Minidoka costs 3 mills plus per kilowatt
hour to generate power. They will be in 
competition with this cheap 2-mill rate 
of the Bonneville Administration. Ob
viously your Idaho projects with less 
water are not going to be feasible. If the 
Bonneville Power Administration and 
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the Columbia system are extended to 
Idaho, multiple-purpose dams there are 
not going to be feasible. This commit
te-e~ as the board of directors, "(ants to 
know what the answer is. Are we going 
to provide funds for these projects in 
Idaho when we know that its people will 
be coming to Congress some day and 
asking for relief? How can they sell 3-
mill power in the area of Minidoka, Pali
sades, and Anderson Ranch projects in 
competition with the 2-mill power of the 
Bonneville Administration generated on 
the Columbia River? It cannot be done, 
and instead of getting the pay-back we 
expect to get, we will have to have the 
Government subsidize these projects, 
which is an insult to the people of Idaho. 
Would you throw them on the mercy of 
the Government and upon the mercy of 
the country? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio has expired. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield myself ten additional minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, what is the other thing 
we can do? The next thing we can do !s 
to say: "0. K., you are in the Columbia 
River Basin. Columbia will bail you 
out." If the people of the West want to 
see a great valley authority develop, that 
is 0. K., but all the information that I 
can get as chairman of the subcommittee 
says that each irrigation district wants 
to be independent with their own project. 
They want their projects to be sound, and 
I am for that. I think we ought to write 
the kind of policy that will make every 
one of them sound. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? · 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I yield to the 
gentleman from Arizona. 

Mr. MURDOCK. I would like to ask 
a pointed question. I have been trying 
to follow the gentleman, but I have not 
been able to understand how we can 
build two systems of dams on the same 
river so that the water will back up into 
each other. We ' like to build multiple
pur ~Jose dams on western rivers. I will 
look into that a little further. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Already there 
are two types of dams there on the Co
lumbia. There is a reclamation dam, 
the Grand Coulee, and the fiood-control 
dam-Bonneville. There will be a num
ber of dams that were presented by the 
Bonneville Administration in last year's 
hearings which shows a tremendous 
amount of power. The Bonneville Ad
ministration spent hundreds of thou
sands of dollars figuring out ways and 
means of marketing the power that will 
be generated at the War Department 
dams and at the reclamation dams. 

Mr. MURDOCK. To . come to the 
point, what is the committee's justifica
tion for cutting the budget estimate on 
Davis Dam from $18,000,000 to $6,200,-
000? Will the gentleman explain that? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. The committee 
has been consistent with the President's 
anti-infiation program, and the over-all 
figure shows that we have been more 
liberal with the Reclamation Bureau 
than the President has been this year. 
Has the gentleman introduced a bill to 
unfreeze the funds of any reclamatio,n 

project that were frozen by the Presi
dent last August? Answer "Yes" or "No." 

Mr. MURDOCK. No. I have not in
troduced such a measure. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Then why is the 
gentleman kicking about this commit
tee's action when we provide $11,000,000 
for reclamation? 

Mr. MURDOCK. That does not bear · 
on my question. The point is, we are try
ing to build a dam costing $70,000,000 
and do it in 5 years. How can you do 
that at the rate of $6,000,000 annualiy? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Ask the Presi
dent. He set the pace. The committee 
is trying to provide funds for the sound 
development of the West. Did the gen
tleman complain about the President? 
No. He sits quietly by and says: "If the 
President of my party does it, it is 0. K., 
but if a committee tries to be consistent 
in its anti-infiation program that we 
have committed ourselves to last Novem
ber, then they are skunks." 

Mr. Chairman, I think we have de
veloped the point far enough. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I yield to the 
gentleman from New York. 

Mr. ROONEY. I would like to inquire 
,of the gentleman whether or not it is 
a fact that the action of the majority 
of this committee will delay the comple
tion of thE> Columbia River Basin project 
from 1951 to 1965? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I will ask the 
gentleman, did he complain when the 
President froze the Columbia River Basin 
project? 

Mr. ROONEY. I have not he.ard all 
of the debate by the gentleman from 
Ohio, but he continuously refers to a 
date of August 2, 1946. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. That is a very 
important date. 

Mr. ROONEY. I would like to show 
the gentleman exactly what the Presi
dent said at a later date concerning 
every appropriation for which .moneys 
are now asked. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I have read 
completely the President's statement, 
and it is in the hearings in full; every 
letter and every directive that the Pres
ident and Mr. Steelman wrote to the 
Department of the Interior. There is no 
secret about that from beginning to end. 
As a matter of fact, the last letter was 
written to the Department just 10 days 
before we started hearings on this bill, 
when he unfroze the funds to $130,000,-
000 for over-all construction expendi
tures of the Bureau of Reclamation. Did 
the gentleman ask any questions? Did 
he criticize the President in the hearings 
for freezing these funds amounting to 
$209,000,000, available for expenditure, 
down to $130,000,000? No, the. gentle
man was strangely quiet. The President 
could do no harm. But if the commit
tee, standing by the Republican policy 
of anti-infiation, gives them $11 ,000,000 
more, we have been inconsistent. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I yield to the 
gentleman from California. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I want 
to ask the gentleman this question: Ap
parently the committee thought that the 

President's freeze order had a lot of 
merit to it, and what I want to know is 
whether the argument of the President 
that he wants to combat infiation by that 
type of reduction is the pattern that this 
committee has set in its appropriations 
for the Interior Department? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. This committee 
appropriates money. Last year the 
committee appropriated $209,000,000 for 
the Bureau of Reclamation, and the 
President would not spend it. Now, I 
will ask the gentleman, in these 3 months 
and a half or nearly 4 months that we 
have been in session, has he filed a bill 
to unfreeze the funds? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Yes. 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. When did he 

do it? 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. I filed 

one yesterday. 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. 0. K. But that 

is long after this committee report made 
known the facts which we developed 
thoroughly, away back in February, that 
these funds were frozen, and we chal
lenge you why, if the committee is-wrong, 

. you did not introduce a bill to unfreeze 
them. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. That is 
not the problem. Is the pattern the 
President set in his freeze order the pat
tern that you think ought to be followed? 
That is a simple question. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. This committee 
only has control of the legislative branch 
of the Government. The President has 
control of the executive branch of the 
Government. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. And you 
have control of the money. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. But you have 
made some promises, I suppose, to cut 
the fat and the oil out of the appropria
tions for every branch of the Govern
ment. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I have 
not made any promises along that line. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I yield to the 
gentleman from South Dakota. 

Mr. CASE of South Dalwta. I would 
like to ask a question merely so that we 
can get an idea where we are. Does the 
bill contain anything which specifically 
and mandatorily requests the President 
to unfreeze the funds he has frozen, or 
does the bill say the President has frozen 
these funds? We are going on the theory · 
that if he releases them and you add 
those to what we appropriate, you have 
this much more than you had last year. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. This committee 
has taken cognizance of the fact that 
the President has available to him these 
frozen funds, and it has added to those 
funds the amounts that are necessary to 
keep them on a 25-percent higher rate 
of construction basis than presently the 
President permits. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Does the 
chairman think that specific legislation 
by the Congress is even necessary or 
would it have any effect if we .did pass 
specific legislation to unfreeze these 
funds? Is that not a matter entirely in 
the hands of the President? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. This committee 
has religiously stayed away in this bill 

'. 
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from trying to write legislation on an ap
propriation bill. It has some ideas which 
it thinks are good for the sound develop
ment of the natural resources ·of our 
country. We believe that the subcom
mittee's views are sound. We could have 
written some legislation that might be 
helpful, but we did not. When it came
to freezing funds, we did not legislate 
on that subject either, because that is a 
legislative matter and the legislative 
committee should do it. 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Then the 
chairman does not think that it actually 
is necessary to have any legislation if 
the President will merely rescind the ac
tion he has already taken? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. That is right; 
that is all he needs to do. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I yield to the 
gentleman from Wyoming. 

Mr. BARRETT. Does the chairman 
of the subcommittee contend that the 
sum of $85,826,767 of appropriations 
heretofore made has been frozen by the 
President? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Yes; it has been 
frozen. 

Mr. BARRETT. In view of the fact 
that the President has frozen that 
amount of money from last year's ap
propriation, has the Bureau of Reclama
tion obligated all or any part of that 
money? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. The freeze order 
did not affect obligations, the freeze or
der reflected and limited only expendi
tures. The Bureau of Reclamation con
tended all the way through the hearings 
that they could obligate capital contracts 
in a larger amount than the freeze order, 
but the earnings under those contracts 
that were obligated should not exceed 
the $130,000,000. It has no reference to 
the amount they have obligated. All 
they had to watch was the earnings un
der the contract, that they stayed within 
the $130,000,000. 

Mr. BARRETT. It is not true, then, 
that for the fiscal year 1948 the Bureau 
of Reclamation will be ablr to obligate 
only $62,000,000, being the new money 
that you have appropriated in this bill? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. We appropriate 
money; we do not appropriate obliga
tions. 

Mr. BARRETT. I understand that 
very well, but the point I am trying to 
determine here is if the Bureau of Recla
mation has obligated the entire $85,000,-
000 which the President froze last Au
gust. ·Then of course the Bureau will 
not have any new money available ex
cept the money that is herein appro
priated. 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio has expired. The 
gentleman has consumed 1 hour. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I as!{ unanimous consent to proceed for 
one additional minute. 

The CHAffiMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

Secretary Krug's condemnation of this 
bill reminds me of a basso profunda walk
ing out from the wings on Truman's 

grand opera anti-inflation production, 
stepping to the footlights and singing 
the popular ditty, "All, or Nothing at 
All," while the chorus of spenders, the 
tenors, altos, and sopranos of the New 
Deal, tiptoe and kick in tights across the 
stage. And they get their cue from the 
White House. 

Mr. KIRWAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 20 minutes. 

Mr. Chairman, we have before us to
day the Interior Department appropria
tion bill. The Budget Bureau has made 
a request to Congress for $295,000,000 to 
run the Interior Department. The Sub
committee on Appropriations for the In
terior Department, of which I happen 
to be a member, has cut that to $156,-
000,000. Let us try to see in simple lan
guage what that means. 

Fred Allen, the radio comedian, prob
ably one of the highest-priced com.edians 
in radio, was taken off the air last week 
for 35 seconds. There appeared in the 
papers on Monday last a statement by 
him as to how much the 35 seconds he 
was off the air had cost th6 people that 
were sponsoring him, just 35 seconds, 
and how ruthless the broadcasting com
pany was in taking him off the air. He 
said the way the broadcasting company 
took him off the air and bow cruel and 
nearsighted they were reminded him of 
the time when he went into a pool parlor 
years ago and rented a pool table for an 
hour, for which he generally paid 60 
cents: we all know that. When he went 
to shoot, somebody had taken the cue 
and he could not shoot. Not only did 
this committee that I am on take the 
cue, but they even took the balls to make 
sure there would be no game. 

Back in the days of the depression the 
American Chamber of Commerce used to 
sing a song called Who's Afraid of the 
Big Bad Wolf. The chambers of com
merce used to open up every meeting with 
that song. Now, I had not heard about 
the big bad wolf since the early thirties 
until the day that this committee func
tioned. Every time any of the members 
on the majority side got a liberal idea 
or a progressive thought in their minds 
and were going to execute it, they were 
threatened, "If you do, I will take in the 
big, bad wolf," who was the ch3.irman of 
the full Committee on Appropriations
and he votes. That is the kind of diffi
culty we had in putting this bill together. 

Let us see what this bill does. During 
this week two Members of Congress 
voted their convictions about a man who 
appeared before the Committee on Un
American Activities of this Congress for 
saying that Russia probably was a great 
country and was cited by that committee 
for contempt. Only two Members of the 
Congress voted to sustain that man. 

But let us turn to the fish and wildlife 
item that is in this bill. We cut it in 
half. The fish and wildlife perform a 
service that is rendered not only to the 
sportsmen of America, to the men that 
fish for sport, but to the men who make a 
living going out in the fogs and storms 
and everything like that. What did we 
do? 

We had a bill before the Congress a 
couple of years ago, if my memory serves 
me right, and only one gentleman voted 
in the negative ngainst that bill. He was 

from Ohio. That was the lease-lend bill. 
Under that bill, we gave to Russia, mind 
you-and every Republican and Demo
crat in this House, except one, voted for 
that bill-we gave to Russia 10 of the 
finest equipped ships in the world for re
search in the fishing business. The Rus
sian fishermen go into the Seven Seas 
and they have already discovered where 
the fish beds are and where they plaY. 
around. They can go and get the fish. 
But what have we done for John Amer
ican? Remember, we gave Russia 10 of 
these boats. The United States Govern
ment does not have one of the boats. In 
this year's budget was an appropriation 
for one boat for the P,Urpose of getting 
this information for the fishermen of 
America and the people of America who 
earn their living by fishing. We turned 
them down. We would not give an 
American 1 boat, but we gave Russia 10 
boats and almost everybody in this Con
gress voted for it. 

I wonder how they will ever record 
that down at the Archives? How will 
that be recorded in history-that they 
condemned one man and only two peo
ple voted against it-but to build and 
give a boat to America-oh, no, we can-

. not do that-that is for America. 
Mr. KEAN. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. KIRWAN. I yield. 
Mr. KEAN. With reference to the 

lease-lend boats which were given to 
Russia , that was under lend-lease. 
Therefore why does not your adminis
tration get them back? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I am talking about 
Americanism and not administrationism. 
I said ever:.- Republican and Democrat in 
the House-voted for that measure at that 
time, and rightfully so. 

Mr. KEAN. Why do you not get them 
back now if they were under lend-lease? 

Mr. KIRWAN. The day we gave them 
the boats we were satisfied to give them 
and to give them everything they wanted 
to save this country and help win the 
war. Every Republican and every Dem
ocrat was satisfied. 

Mr. KEAN. But that was under lend-
lease. · 

Mr. KIRWAN. That is now being at
tended to, but let us appropriate for one 
boat for America. The lend-lease agree- · 
ment is now being renegotiated between 
Russia and America, but in the interval 
that will take we stiE lack the one boat 
for our own people. 

Mr. McDONOUGH. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield. 
Mr. McDONOUGH. Going back to the 

gentleman's story about the pool table 
and the cue ball and the cue sticks, ac
cording to what has been said, President 
Tru!Dan has the table and we cannot 
play. That is what his frePzing of the 
fund amounts to. 

Mr. KffiWAN. Why did President 
Truman freeze the funds? Will you an
swer that? 

Mr. McDONOUGH. You answer it. 
Mr. KIRWAN. You proceeded to tell 

me that he had done it. Now tell me 
why did he do it? Why did President 
Truman freeze the funds? 
Mr~ McDONOUGH. You tell us. 
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Mr. KIRWAN. I can tell you very 
easily. After we adjourned and went 
back to the mountains and the seashore 
in July it was a godsend that somebody 
was down here in Washington looking 
after this country. We had strikes and 
unrest all over the Nation and President 
Truman froze those funds rather than 
put them in competition with private 
business. Business could not get the ma
terial to build homes for veterans, so 
President Truman said, "Freeze those 
funds and keep them frozen until the 
steel plants start producing steel." 

Mr. McDONOUGH. But he still has 
the money. 

Mr.-KIRWAN. He still has the money 
and he is trying to get this committee 
here to let go of it. 

Mr. MURDOCK . • Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield. 
Mr. MURDOCK. I asked the chair

man of the subc.ommittee when he was 
on the floor a moment ago how he ac
counted for the cut of $18,000,000 down 
to $6,250,000 on the Davis Dam. His 
reply was, "Go and ask the President 
what he has done with the money. He 
has frozen it." He did not yield to me 
further. But as a matter of fact, the 
President did not freeze any funds or 
withhold any funds from the building 
of the Davis Dam. I was over there 
twice last autumn. The Utah Construc
tion Co. was going along with the 
building and they were ahead of ~ched
ule , but they have only a limited amount 
of funds to work on, and they will be 
stopped if they do not have the funds 
granted in this bill. 

Mr. KffiWAN. I am glad-to have the 
gentleman's contribution. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield. 
Mr. GORE. The President's order did 

not stop any project under construction. 
It only delayed the beginning of new 
construction, but by this bill we will stop 
construction, stop contracts no\/ under 
way in Central Valley, in the Columbia 
River Basin, on Davis Dam, and on num
bers of projects, which will increase the 
over-all cost of every one of them and 
when they are completed it will make 
the cost of water and electricity higher 
for every user. 

Mr. KffiW AN. I thank the gentle- . 
man from Tennessee for his contribu
tion. 

Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield to the gentle
man from Washington. 

Mr. HOLMES. I have in my posses
sion a letter from Acting Commissioner 
Warren, giving the dates. The letter was 
mailed as of November 4, 1946. In the 
letter he says : 

You may also be interested in knowlng 
that this lifting of the monetary rest1·1ction 
on our construction program will permit the 
awarding of additional contracts for con
struction a.nd materials on the Columbia 
Basin project. 

The point I want to emphasize is this: 
There may have been a freeze order. 
I am not contesting that, but I am here 
saying that that freeze order varied with 

projects and with degrees of construction 
on those projects. 

Mr. KffiW AN. After that date in Au
gust when· he issued the freeze order, it 
was reconsidered again when materials 
for construction became available and 
then the President said, writing to the 
Chief of the Budget, that "in ·1948 I 
would like to see them spend up to 
$177,000,000." 

Mr. CASE of South Dakota. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield. 
Mr. CASE of South Dakota. I was 

very much interested in -the fact that 
the gentleman from Washington called 
attention to the unfreezing on the 4th 
of November. Could the gentleman tell 
us .how many other projects were un
frozen on the 4th of November 1946? 

Mr. KIRWAN. No; I could not _tell. 
Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, will the 

.gentleman yield? 
Mr. KIRWAN. I yield. 
Mr. GORE. Suffice it to say that no 

funds are now frozen. They are all re
leased and are available for the begin
ning of construction, and are all now ob
ligated, and the President has asked for 
these additional funds to go forward with 
the development of these projects. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield. 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. I challenge that 

statement, because after the hearings 
were concluded the Department sub
mitted a table, because I was anticipat
ing that such a charge would be made. 
They have submitted a table which ap
pears on pages 3 and 4, which I discussed 
in my statement. Those tables were pre
pared by the Budget Office of the De
partment of the Interior. The last word 
we hact was that $130,000,000 is still 
frozen. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield. 
Mr. GORE. I inquired yesterday of 

the officials of the Department of the 
Interior, particularly in the Reclamation 
Division, if any funds were now frozen, 
and they told me that all funds had npw 
been released from the freeze order. 
That is the latest information I have, 
which was obtained on yesterday. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. On what date 
were they released? 

Mr. GORE. The final release was as 
of Aprill . 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. This table was 
furntshed at a later date than that by 
the Budget Office. All frozen funds for 
construction for all agencies was con
tained in this statement. Assuming that 
the President has released all funds, 
there is only two more months remain
ing in this fiscal year. 

The result would be that the money 
would not be used until the next fiscal 
year started and we would have the same 
result. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, ·wm the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. Was 

there any testimony before the gentle
man's committee by any witness or by 
document saying that they must hold the 

appropriations for the Interior Depart
ment down in order to combat inflation? 

Mr. KIRWAN. No. There might 
have been; I would not say. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield. 
Mr. McCORMACK. It seems to me 

the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JONES] 
failed to distinguish between money ap
propriated for the fiscal year 1947 and 
obligated to be spent in the future and 
money appropriated Jor the fiscal year 
1948 which is not obligated until that 
year. That is going on all the time in 
all appropriations. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the .gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield. 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. It is just that 

practice we are fighting against and that 
is how the department actually had 
$465,500,000 at the beginning of the 1947 
fiscal year upon which the President 
operated by freezing the funds. 

This Congress appropriates money. 
The department downtown obligates; 
and long after they obligate the money 
is earned by the contractor. 

You will find from last year's hearings 
that the contractors building the canals 
in the Central Valley project could not 
complete their work for 600 days in some 
instanced, in some instances 700 days, 
and in some instances 400 days. 

Now, shall Congress appropriate the 
money that the contractor will earn two 
fiscal years ahead? Or shall we appro
priate the money that is requested to pay 
the earnings of the contractors during 
the fiscal year? We have appropriated 
the money that is needed to pay the con
tractors during the 1948 fiscal year. 

Mr. KIRWAN. Now I should like to 
proceed for a little while, if I may. 

Out in California there is a project 
known as the Central Valley project. 
That project was and is not something 
put together by the New Deal. The peo
ple, the citizens of the State of California 
voted, I believe, in the year 1929 to con
struct the Central Valley project. The 
depression came and they could not con
tinue the work so they appealed to 
Washington to take it over as a Federal 
project. 

Your Committee on Appropriations 
this spring had the governor of that 
great State before it. I congratulated 
him as a true representative of his peo
ple. He had run for election this last 
year and was reelected to the office of 
governor. He had no opposition on the 
Democratic ticket and received both 
nominations. Surely he was a man of 
the people. He got the Democratic nom
ination and he got the Republican nomi
nation. As a young man he grew up in 
the Central Valley and he voted and 
worked for it before there ever was a 
Federal project known as the Central 
Valley project. 

He appeared before the committee this 
year and said that the wells were fast 
drying up in California, that men who 
had invested millions of dollars were 
losing their investments. When they 
drill for water now they strike salt water 
because the fresh water level is sinking 
and salt water comes up from the salt 
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beds underlying that country. The crops 
and trees and other vegetation are· being 
destroyed. 

He told us that the Interior Depart
ment asked for only half of the funds 
necessary for the construction that 
ought to be carried out this year to save 
that part of California, the funds to be 
used for food, t ransportation, irrigation 
and power, those things only. He said 
$40,000,000 is the amount necessary. 

What did this great committee give 
them? They gave them $6,0001000 de
spite the testimony of a man who was 
born and raised with that project. He is 
a man who voted for it originally. He is 
today the governor of the State and he 
has at his fingertips knowledge of all 
parts and phases of the project. He 
knows what is needed in California. 

If there is a man here from the State 
of California, a Congressman or a Con
gresswoman, who has the courage to vote 
against that governor's request I would 
like to see him stand up now. I see no 
one rise. 

That is what is going on throughout 
this Nation. 

Let us now take the Missouri Basin ap
propriation. That was just cut in half. 
That is all the funds they allowed the 
Missouri Basin. 

What is the Missouri Valley going to 
do? 

Remember, this is not for the people 
of Siam or Italy, this is for Americans 
who are trying to reclaim their own 
country. Ten out of every 100 farms in 
the State of North Dakota have elec
tricity and light. The other 90 out of 
100 farms are still using oil and candles. 
In South Dakota 13 out of every 100 farm
ers have electricity and light in their 
homes. The other 87 percent still use 
candles and oils. Now, this is America, 
this is the great country that has Mar
shall over at Moscow telling them about 
democracy and saying, "Why do you not 
follow in our footsteps?" The same na
tion that we gave 10 boats to, but not 
one to America. · 

Mr. GAVIN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield to the gentle
man from Pennsylvania. 

Mr. GAVIN. I think our distinguished 
friend from Ohio might make that speech 
on.Monday on the $350,000,000 relief bill. 

Mr. KIRWAN. I am not going into . 
the bill for $350,000,000. I am telling you 
about America and I am pleading with 
the Congress to do something for Ameri
cans. I am not pleading for foreigners. 
I am down here pleading for Americans 
today. It is a strange thing to get down 
here and plead for America. We will 
know at the end of the day how much 
faith we can place in the pleading. 

Let me take the place now of the 
gentleman from the great State of 
Pennslyvania who just rose. I am happy 
to say I came from Pennsylvania years 
ago. Pennsylvania was the first State in 
this Union to discover and develop the 
oil industry. Like all great Americans 
of that day, and they called them rugged 
individuals, they drilled many oil wells. 
In that day they did not have much use 
for gasoline, but when they got too much 
oil at Oil City, Pa., and Franklin, Pa., 

where the gentleman is from, they ran 
it in the AJlegheny River. That is what 
they did. Today all our resources are 
being gone over where that great intelli
gent population resided in Oil City and 
those towns. Today we come in and ask 
-~'or a couple of million dollars to take 
up all the abandoned oil wells at Frank
lin, Oil City and western Pennsylvania; 
to try to start the old wells; to let the oil 
seep back in and get more out. Oh, no, 
they would not give a quarter. They 
would not reclaim any of the oil. 

Mr. GAVIN. I want to thank the 
gentlerr.....,n for his very fine contribution 
to Pennsylvania's great crude oil. It is 
the finest lubricating oil in the world. I 
hope some day he will fill his car and 
motor over to my district. I know he 
will enjoy it very much. 

Mr. KffiWAN. I get over there quite 
often. 

Mr. GAVIN. 1 have been listening 
with a great deal of interest to the gentle
man's remarks and I want him to know 
that I madt: a very pathetic plea to the 
Appropriations Subcommittee for the 
necessary funds to continue this second
ary recovery work in the Pennsylvania 
fields to get the greatest amount of oil 
that is still in the earth out; but, like the 
gentleman, I cannot say that the com
mittee has given us a particularly large 
sum to carry out this work. 

Mr. KIRWAN. The gentleman was 
pleading for Americans and, I may say, 
every dime in this bill is· to be spent on 
Americans. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio has expired. 

Mr. KIRWAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
myself 20 additional minutes. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield to the gentle
man from Wyoming. 

Mr. BARRETT. I have been inter
e~ted in the gentleman's remarks on the 
matter of foreign loans as against appro~ 
priations for the benefit of the people of 
this country. I .call the gentleman's at
tention to the fact, that while Russia re
·ceived $10,000,000,000 in lend-lease dur
ing the war, I understand that Russia 
had some lend-lease goods in the pipe 
lines just at the war's end and it is the 
intention of this Government to shortly 
furnish Russia with one of the most up
to-date, complete high octane gasoline 
plants that is available anywhere in the 
world. This plant is going to cost. as I 
understand it, $17,000,000. We are going 
to ship that plant over there and show 
them how to produce high octane gaso..: 
line that will produce the fuel they will 
need for that super war plane that we 
may have to fight some day in the future. 

Mr. KIRWAN. I agree with the 
gentleman 100 percent. I want · to put 
this down, that all Ohio gets out of this 
is just a wick which gives about enough 
light to keep the Perry Monument lit 
on Lake Erie. 

Mr. BARRETT. I want to say to the 
gentleman that as far as the State of 
Wyoming is concerned, we don•t get that 
much out of this bill, and I will tell 
you why. The United States owns 51 
percent of the entire acreage of Wyo
ming. In addition to that it owns the 

minerals under 14,000,000 more acres. 
Now, then, in the last 25 years the min
erals produced on the Federal lands in 
Wyoming have paid into the United 
States Treasury $89,000,000, and 52¥2 
percent of that money or over $46,000,-
000 went into the reclamation fund and 
$9,000,000 went into the general fund; 
37% percent went back to Wyoming for 
our schools. So, the United States has 
received $55,000,000 from the resources 
produced on Federal lands in Wyoming 
and since the inception of the reclama
tion law only $49,000,000 has been spent 
on reclamation projects in our State and 
our irrigators must repay every dollar 
of it and I might say that of the $15,000,-
000 spent on projects that have ·been 
completed in Wyoming over one-fourth 
has been repaid. 

Mr. KIRWAN. I hope the gentleman 
votes to recommit this bill and we will 
try to do a better job for him. 

Mr. DAWSON of Utah. Mr. Chair
man, Will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield to the gentle
man from Utah. 

Mr. DAWSON of Utah. I am glad to 
hear the gentleman state that he is in 
favor of our reclamation projects in the 
West. I wish he would help me har
monize some of the statements he made 
before his own committee, which appear 
on page 426, volume 3, of the hearings. 
This is on the Provo project in Utah. 
The gentleman makes the statement 
that he is opposed to the program be
cause the Geneva steel plant is getting 
some of the water. I read as follows: 

In the peacetime that plant will be operat
Ing when the plants in Pennsylvania and Ohio 
will be shut down, because it is an up-to-date 
plant. That is why I do not approve of this, 
unless it is Nation-wide. This reclamation 
act was all right 50 years ago when Theo
dore Roosevelt was in. I say· it was one 
of the greatest acts that was put in. I always 
pay respect to his memory for putting this 
act in. However, today we should have an 
act to save the East. If we do not, every
thing is going to go to those 17 Western 
States. 

Therefore, the gentleman opposes the 
project. Will the gentleman explain 
why? 

Mr. KIRWAN. No; I did not oppose 
the project. I opposed the United States 
Steel, that had a dollar-a-year man 
down here in Washington, selling the 
idea to the Government to build a $200,-

. 000,000 steel plant on this water project 
that was built for irrigation purposes. 

Mr. DAWSON of Utah. Did the gen
tleman know that the steel plant was 
going to use the water? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I asked that question, 
and here is my reason. I said, "Does the · 
steel plant get the use of this water?" 
And the answer was, "Yes." 

Mr. DAWSON of Utah. This project 
was authorized and under construction a 
good many years before the steel plant 
was ever put in there. 

Mr. KffiW AN. I am not denying that. 
But I am trying to tell you that any time 
a dollar-a-year man comes down here 
and advises this Government to spend 
$200,000,000 on a project, whether it is in 
Provo or Geneva, Utah, or whether it is in 
Youngstown, Ohio, I am opposed to it. 
And when it is sold to the United States 
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Steel Corp. for $30,000,000, that, in my 
opinion, is a steal of $170,000,000. 

Mr. PAWSON of Utah. Why should 
the State of Utah be penalized because of 
the gentleman's v:ews on Geneva Steel? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I am not asking that 
they be penalized. I say that I am not 
for erecting a steel plant, on a project 
built by the Reclamation Department, 
r.t a cost of $200,000,000 that hardly pro
duced one ton of steel during the war. I 
am opposed to that. If we had spent 
$15,000,000 for a little addition to each 
steel plant we could have gotten all the 
steel we wanted during the war. In 
other words, they built the most up-to
date steel plant in .the country and they 
furnished the water from the Reclama
tion Div:ision. 

Mr. DAWSON of Utah. Which ad
ministration authorized the Geneva 
steel plant? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I tried to tell you that 
I do not care what your politics are or 
what the administration was. I do not 
care what it was. I tell you that I am 
trying to be an American. Whether he 
i::; a Republican or a Democrat, I have no 
use for the man that recommends the 
building of a $200,000,000 steel plant to 
be sold later at a loss. He was one of 
those phony Americans that comes down 
to Washington as a dollar-a-year man. 
He came down to build that $200,000,000 
plant, and it was not worth a quarter. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield to the gentle
man from New York. 

Mr. ROONEY. I would like to point 
out to the gentleman that a continued 
reading of the colloquy to which the 
distinguished gentleman just referred 
will show that you said on page 427 of 
the hearings as follows: 

If they spend fifteen or twenty million dol
lars in a steel plant at Provo, fine. We need 
it. However, the audacity is in the spend
ing of $200,000,000 on a plant when the war 
was about coming to an end. They finished 
the plant and in came United States Steel 
and for $30.000,000 they became owners of it. 

Mr. KIRWAN. They knew that they 
were not going to sell it to anyone who 
was selling peanuts. There was only one 
group ·~hat could operate it, and that was 
United States Steel.· No fellow selling 
peanuts was going to buy that steel plant. 
That is my objection to it. 

Mr. DAWSON of Utah. Does the gen
tleman object to the appropriation for 
this particular · reclamation project be
cause of the Geneva steel plant? 

Mr. KIRWAN. No. I had to take 
Smith Bros. cough drops to relax this 
year on account of the reclamation proj
ects. Now I come to the great Big 
Thompson project over in Colorado, 
where they are moving the Colorado 
River from the western side of the 
Rockies down to the eastern side, and 
with five dams it generates power and 
takes care of the farmers and irrigates 
the land down there in that rich valley. 
You take that great State of Nebraska, 
they produced a great man up there; you 
remember just about the time Thomas 
Edison was inventing the electric light, 
they produced William Jennings Bryan 
out in Nebraska. They were both good 
men. Nebraska has been crying for 

power. She has no streams in that State 
that she could generate power on. But 
they are building the Big Thompson 
project. They want a transmission line. 
Did they get it? Oh, no. They cut it 
in half, did they not? Only 37 out of 
every 100 have electricity in Nebraska. 
Let us take the South-west Power De
velopment Co. What a fight they put 
up down there. The Government was 
trying to treat the Amer-icans down there 

· like human beings. In the great State 
of Oklahoma 29 out of every 100 farm
ers have electricity on the farm. In 
Arkansas 33 out of every 100 have it, and 
in Texas 43 out of every 100. What a 
great country this is to be out trying to 
tell the rest of the world, "Oh, we have 
got the right way of living. Pattern after 
us and you will never see daylight." 

All that is asked for in this bill is $295,-
000,000. You read the hearings and read 
the report and you will find it says that 
they have $28,000,000 more than they 
got in 1938. That is not correct. There 
was $97,000,000 given to the Interior De
partment by other agencies in that year 
which made a total of $230.000 ,000. You 
add the increased cost today, 70 percent 
higher cost, whether it is food, construc
tion, material, or whatever it may be. 
Add tha.t o,n to the $230,000,000 and you 
have $311,000,000. That is what they 
shoulq rightly have today. But after all 
the years this project has been retarded 
by the war, after all the screaming for 
material and everything to do the job, 
this is the first year we have it, and yet 
what have we done? 

Fred Allen thought he discovered 
something when they took the cue away. 

Look at the Park Service, whether we 
like or do not like the philosophy of the 
people who are running it. Just a year 
ago it was my privilege, on an invitation 
from Mr. Krug, to go to the former home 
of Franklin Roosevelt, now known as a 
shrine, to be turned over to tl:\e United 
States Government. Six months after 
it was turned over to the Government 
500,000 people went through that home 
and visited there. 

I am going to be truthful and frank 
about it. I do not know whether they 
were Republicans who went there, but it 
was good to see them there. I do not 
know whether they were Democrats and 
real Americans who went there to respect 
the memory of Franklin D. Roosevelt. 
Over half a million people went there. 
This Government is richer by $130,000. 

But the contrast that I am trying to 
bring home to you is this. Just 1 mile 
away is the Vanderbilt shrine which was 
turned over to the Government some 
years ago. It is much bigger than the 
Roosevelt home. It is more valuable, 
and there is better furniture there. In 
that shrine to attract the sightseer is a 
rug costing $300,000 and which is 2 
centuries old. There is also a master 
bedroom there with marble fence around 
it. 'rhat bedroom is half as big as this 
Chamber. There is this marble fence 
which was imported from Italy. That 
bedroom probably came out of the sweat 
and hide and blood of American labor 
back through the years. But only 
25,000 visitors went to the Vanderbilt 
shrine. 

That is the concrete proof that Amer
ica still remembers a great man and a 
great person. In the book..that the visi
tors register in they tell how they went 
there. They went there in rowboats or 
hitchhiked, or in valuable automobiles, 
but they went there to pay their respects 
to the memory of Franklin D. Roosevelt. 

That is what we should have through
out this country today instead of having 
a situation such as exists in North Da
kota, where 10 out of every 100 farmers 
are still trying to preserve this country 
and make a living with electricity in their 
homes. With 13 out of every 100 in 
South Dakota, and 33 or 37 in Nebraska, 
and 29 in Oklahoma. Is this a great 
country? Do you not think that we 
should, recommit this bill-that is, if 
there is any Americanism left in us-and 
not be calling people up here and citing 
them for contempt because they say 
they know of some utopia somewhere in 
some other country? Again, I repeat, I 
will be looking for the balance of my 
life how they record this week when we 
turned down 1 vessel for research and 
scient ific purposes for America and yet 
we gave 10 to Russia, and in the same 
week we convict and cite a man because 
he said the other government is a good 
form of government. 

Oh, we will have to do something here, 
because I understand that over in Russia 
they are getting 39 or 35 air-borne divi
sions, and we have not got 1. They are 
not building those air-borne divisions to 
commute between Moscow and Buda
pest-oh, no; there is something else they 
have in mind. They might be going to 
the relief of somebody, but it is things 
along that line that we had better stop 
and do a little something about and give 
some res~arch money for because the 
man who is the head of the Department 
of the Interior today said when he was 
head of the War Production Board he 
would get up some mornings at 6 or 7 
o'clock and call the Department of the 
Interior and say, "Did you discover yes
terday the thing that the Army and Navy 
wants which will probably save us?" 
Just as soon as they saved us we would 
not give them a quarter from here on 
out. 

It was my privilege as a boy to work 
in a mine. I remember at the end of 
the day we used to throw a piece of coal 
·UP to try to hit the roof. The roof was 
high as the ceiling of the roof here. 
There were times when we could not do 
it. I asked my brother sometime ago, 
"Do you mind the time when we used to 
throw a piece of coal up to try and hit 
the roof?" And he said, "Yes; I re
member. Now you have to get down on 
your stomach and the ceiling is close to 
your back." I am just calling this to 
your attention to show you how times 
change. 

Up in the mountain range of Minne
sota there is the greatest supply in the 
world, but it is only due to last 12 years. 
Then we will have to buy coal from 
Canada and Venezuela, and when we buy 
it they will charge us for it. They will 
tell us, "Here you are a great people and 
you have been ahead of us as far as the 
standard of living is concerned for 50 
years. We will have to take a little of 
that standard of living." 



1947 CONGRESSIONAL RECORD-HOUSE 3967 
It was my privilege to load a sack of 

sand as a laborer for $2 an hour at 
Maricopa, Calif., in 1910, ·when the big
gest gusher in the world that was ever 
hit came through and threw out 35,000 
barrels of oil a day for 3 weeks, and a 
hole came up out of it as big as this 
Chamber. Ask any oilman today if he . 
has ever hit a gusher that would bring in 
500 barrels. He would think he was a 
wealthy man and very lucky. 

Our resources are gone. Yet, we do 
not want to give a quarter in this bill 
to try and go out and discover some
thing. The resources and minerals that 
are closest to the surface have been diS
covered a long time ago, but it takes 
money to go down into the bowels of the 
earth and find out what is down there. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield. -
Mr. JOHNSON of California. The 

greatest resource of all is the water out 
in the West. The only way we can con
serve that is by dams? 

Mr. KIRWAN. That is correct. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. Is it not 

also a fact that many of these dams that 
were started, like some in the Central 
Valley, and other parts of the West, have 
been waiting to get a chance to get more 
money to rapidly complete them? 

Mr. KffiW AN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. Under 

this bill, if we get this amount of money 
for Central Valley, it will take 27¥2 years 
to complete the Central Valley project. 
It was contemplated to be done in 8 years 
by the Department of the Interior. Is 
that not a fact? · 

Mr. KIRWAN. That is a fact. And a 
man who wanted to do farming adds 27 
years onto his life, and if he is still here 
he will not be able to use it then. It is 
the American way of doing business. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield. 
Mr. GORE. The distinguished gentle

man from California [Mr. JOHNSON] is 
slightly in error. At the rate of · con
struction provided by this bill it would 
take not 27 years to complete the Cen
tral Valley project but 40 years. 

Mr. KffiWAN. I am glad to have that 
information. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. . Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield. 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. At page 19 of 

the hearings is a table furnished by the 
Department of the Interior, ~.nd it shows 
that out of the money we did appropriate 
last year there is $17,265,862 unexpended 
balance. ·we have in the last 5 years 
appropriated from ten to twenty million 
dollar.c;; more than they have spent. 

Mr. KIRWIN. That is easily ex
plained. They could not get the mate
rials. But this is one year when the gov
ernor appeared before the committee and 
said, "Give me the money and I will get 
the materials." 

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield. 
Mr. MILLER of California. Does not 

the gentleman res.Iize that with the 
mor~ey appropriated for Central Valley, 
by the time the present contracts are 

fulfilled, under the $6,000,000 given in 
this bill, they will have to tie the project 
up in less than 18 montl:s? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I thank the gentleman 
for his contribution. All I can say is I 
hope there is still enough Americanism 
left in all of us-I mean that sincerely
to realize that whatever helps California 
helps Ohio, helps Nevada, helps the Da
kotas, and the Southwest. It will all 
help Ohio. I am hoping and praying 
that when this bill comes up under the 
5-minute rule tomorrow and a motion to 
recommit is placed before this House the 
Members of this House, who in their 
minds and hearts are hungering for their 
projects to be finished, will see their way 
clear to give us on this side an oppor
tunity to recommit this bill. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield. 
Mr. MURDOCK. I would like to con

gratulate the gentleman in two respects, 
particularly, although I could do so in 
several others. First, I want to con
gratulate the gentleman on the broad na
tional outlook he has. He understands 
naturally, that in the building of the 
great West we have to go to Pittsburgh 
and to Youngstown and to Birmingham 
and all these great, eastern manufactur
ing points to get the machinery and the 
finished products which we need out 
West. Thus the gentleman recognizes 
the interdependency of the East and the 
West, which this program ought to carry 
out, but which it really nullifies. 

I want to congratulate the gentleman 
on one other thing. He says that some 
of our natural resources are vanishing. 
Right now we are using scarce oil to 
create electricity when we should be con
serving it for the great air force that we 
should have and must have. We could 
conserve it if we would turn falling water 
into white coal instead of using the scarce 
and irreplacable oil that is in the ground 
to produce electricity. 

Mr. KIRWAN. I thank the gentleman 
from Arizona. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. KIRWAN. I yield. 
Mr. BARRE'IT. I am very much con

cerned about the reduction made in the 
tern "Minerals on public lands in the 

United States Geological Survey.'' I 
notice the reduction amounts tc. $313,790. 
The fact of the matter is that the con
servation branch of the United States 
Geological Survey supervises the produc
tion of oil and other minerals which last 
year were valued at $183,000,000 and on 
which the Government received royalties 
amounting to $12,500,000. 

I am vitally interested in any activi
ties of any agency concerned with the 
classification of the western public lands 
for prudent use and with the locating, 
measuring, and optimum utilization by 
prudent development and production of 
our irreplaceable natural resources on 
the public, Indian, Navy, and acquired 
lands. The Congress acts as trustee for 
the citizens of the United States and in 
so doing has enacted legislation provid
ing for the prospecting, development, and 
disposal of these lands and resources. 
It has by delegation plac~d the respon
sibility on the Geological Survey to carry 

out its mandates. This is a multimil
lion-dollar enterprise and our responsi
bility cannot be lightly treated. That is 
why I am disturbed by the committee 
action on the "Classification of lands" 
and "Mineral leasing" items. I note that 
the bill provides only $139,000 for clas
sification of lands, a reduction of 50 
percent under present funds, and only 
$434,210 for mineral leasing, a 31-percent 
cut under present funds. Reduction in 
funds, imposed upon a unit whose work 
load has increased steadily year by year, 
seriously impairs the entire minerals-re
source program. A resulting reduction 
in force of over 50 percent to a unit 
which, even at its present strength, can
not reduce accumulated arrearages in 
processing mineral-land classification 
cases, lease applicat:lons, unit plans of 
operations, effecting mine inspections, 
oil-well inspections, other physical tests, 
and supervising field operations essen
tial to the prevention of waste, to obtain 
economical recovery, and to assure re
ceipt by the United States of the maxi
mum royalty returns resulting frPm such 
recovery, is impossible to justify. 

I do not wish to burden the record with 
a detailed statement of facts and figures, 
but I only need remind you that the 
western public-land States, one of which 
I represent, contributed much to the new 
reserves of natural resources so badly 
needed during the recent war. We have 
great quantities remaining to be discov
ered or developed. The production of 
oil, gas, phosphates, potash, sodium, 
coal, shale oil, and many other minerals 
are still awaiting the prospectors. Is this 
Congress going to . revert now to 1938 
for classification and supervision? In 
1938 the value of all natural resources 
produced from Federal, Indian, and 
Navy lands approximated $93,000,000 
and in 1946 nearly $183,000,000, an in
crease of 49 percent. Obviously, the re· 
sponsibility of development, supervision, 
and accounting had to exceed this per· 
centege of increase in production, for 
every prospect is not a successful ven
ture. 

We must not forget that the Congress 
has passed considerable legislation since 
1935 affecting the public lands, which 
added additional responsibilities to the 
Geological Survey. I mention the act of 
1935, which became oper·ative in 1939 
and 1940; the act of July 29, 1942; the 
act of December ·24, 1942; the act of July 
13, 1946; the act of August 8, 1946: and 
the President's Reorganization Plan No. 
3 of 1946, transferring the leasing and 
supervision of minerals, including oil and 
gas, on millions of acres of acquired 
lands from the Agriculture Department 

. to the Interior Department. This latter 
item alone includes over 400 leases. 

The development of public lands is 
vital to the West. When new mineral 
resources are discovered, new industries 
are started, thereby increasing the in
dustrialization and settlement of these 
sparsely settled regions. 

Of vital importance is the contribution 
of the income from royalties to the rec
lamation fund and the school systems of 
oil-producing public-land States. Since 
the enactment of the Mineral Leasing 
Act of 1920, over $120,000,000 has been 
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transferred to the reclamation fund and 
over $60,000,000 to the State schools 
within which the royalties accrue. 

I need only remind you of the tre
mendous demand for development of our 
natural resources ·to make them avail
able for immediate use. Just a few days 
ago the newspapers carried a statement 
by responsible authorit ies predicting a 
gasoline shortage next fall. Now, it does 
not seem good business to cut this essen
tial service in such a manner. 

Mr. KIRWAN. I agree with the gen
tleman. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Ohio has again expired. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield 10 minutes to the distinguished 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN] , a 
hard-working member of the committee 
and a .man who has a very comprehen
sive knowledge of this entire bill. 

M·r. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I have 
listened with a great deal of interest to 
what has been said about this bill and 
about the members of this committee. 
We expect it, all of us; and, of course, 
a lot more is going to be said and written. 
• I have no apologies whatever to make. 
I have nothing but the highest praise for 
the chairman of this committee, Bon 
JoNES of Ohio. I think that before this 
debate is concluded it will be proven be
yond question of a doubt that our chair
man, BoB JoNEs, did one of the best jobs 
as chairman of a subcommittee of the 
Appropriations Committee of the House 
of Representatives that has ever been 
done for the American people. 

I have the greatest respect for Mr. 
KIRWAN, the ranking minority member 
of this committee. I have had the privi
lege of sitting on this committee .with 
the gentleman from Ohio for five con
secutive terms, and the gentleman is al
ways fair and tries to do the thing he 
feels is right. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. KIRWAN], of course, does not see 
eye to eye with the more conservative 
members of the committee who try to 
save a dollar here and a dollar there, a 
hundred here and a hundred there, a 
thousand here and a thousand there, a 
million here and a million there, for the 
taxpayers of America where it can be 
saved without hurting the service of the 
Interior Department in any way, shape 
or form. We try to impress on the De
partment that money does not grow on 
trees, that we expect efficiency by those 
public servants as well as other public 
servants, that we do not expect them to 
throw money around like so much scrap 
paper; but in my estimation and in the 
opinion of the majority of the American 
people and of this Congress that is 
exactly what has been done in many 
branches of the Interior Department. 

Then we have on the committee the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. FEN
TON] who has done yeoman service as 
has the gentleman · from Oregon ·[Mr. 
STOCKMAN]. There were times during 
the hearings and mark-up when the 
gentleman from Oregon could not agree 
with us; but the truth of the matter is 
that this bill came to the full committee 
after compromises to a marked degree 
had been made in the subcommittee. 

Mr. ROONEY. Did the gentleman 
. state between whom the compromise was 

rpade? 
Mr. JENSEN. Of course, the gentle

man was not there all the time. 
Mr. I~OONEY. My good friend the 

gentleman from Iowa knows that I am 
a member of three subcommittees, in
cluding the Committee on Appropria
tions. 

Mr. JENSEN. Yes; the gentleman has 
too much to do, I will admit. 

Mr . ROONEY. The gentleman also 
knows that I sat in on this bill for 3 years 
and I know a little something about it. 
I know something about marking up the 
bill and that I objected to every mark-
up except one. · 

Mr. JENSEN. I have the highest re
gard for the gentleman from New York 
[Mr. RooNEY] and I have the highest 
regard for the gentleman from Tennes
see [Mr. GoREl. But I honestly believe 
that the gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. 
GORE] feels the committee did a pretty 
good job and cut where cuts ought 
to be made in most instances. I like to 
work with him and the other Members 
regardless of our differences. He is also 
on other committees of which I am a 
member. We work harmoniously and 
generally we can compromise our dif
ferences and finally get pretty close to
gether. 

Mr. Chairman, I am sorry our good 
friend and colleague, the able, conscien
tious gentleman from Arkansas [Mr. 
NoRRELL], a regular veteran member of 
the commit tee was not able to sit on the 
committee this year. I think he will say 
before the debate closes that he intends 
to support this bill just as it is written. 

Mr. NORRELL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

~ _ Mr. JENSEN. I yield to the gentleman 
from Arkansas. 

Mr. NORRELL. I appreciated what 
the gentleman has said. I have not been 
able to participate · in the proceedings 
this year. I have the very highest re
gard for the entire membership of that 
committee. including my able colleague 
from New York who substituted for me. 
The committee may have made some 
mistakes, but the gentleman from Ar
kansas expects to support the bill as 
written. 

Mr. JENSEN. I thank the.gentleman. 
Mr. MAcKINNON. Mr. Chairman, will 

the gentleman yield? 
Mr. JENSEN. I yield to the gentleman 

from Minnesota. 
Mr. MAcKINNON. May I inquire 

whether a minority report has been filed 
in connection with this bill or not? 

Mr. JENSEN. No. 
Mr. MAcKINNON. I thank the gen

tleman. 
Mr. JENSEN. At least, I have not seen 

one. 
Mr. Chairman, I was rather interested 

in some of the remarks that were made 
here today about giving everything away 
to some foreign country and leaving little 
or nothing for ourselves. Of course, Mr. 
Chairman, that is a thing a lot of us 
have been trying to impress on the Con
gress and the New Deal administration 
for many long year·s. The fact of the 

matter is it has an effect on this very 
bill because actually the money pie we 
have here in America is just so big and 
no bigger and we are giving away and 
}ending to other nations a mighty big 
piece of that pie. · 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Iowa has expired. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield the geritleman five additional 
minutes. 

Mr. JENSEN. And, without a doubt, 
we will be obliged to give away many 
billions of dollars, and a lot of you fellows 
who are fighting this bill today will vote 
to give away all those billions, but you 
must realize that you will have to take 
less for a lot of things you want from 
the pockets of the taxpayers of the 
United States of America from now on. 

Mr. PLOESER. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENSEN. I yield to my able col
league from Missouri. 

Mr. PLOESER. I think it might be 
well for the gentleman to point out that 
regardless of what we give away there 
is one thing we must save for America, 
and that is solvency. -

Mr. JENSEN. Right. And there is 
another thing. The American people 
like to pay their own way, and I do not 
care whether they live in California or 
Oregon or Washington or Iowa or Utah 
or Arizona or Pennsylvania or New York 
or any other State. They know, and you 
know it, that construction, maintenance, 
operation, and administration costs have 
gone up between 50 and 75 percent during 
the last 5 or 6 years. But will anyone 
opposing this bill stand on the fioor of 
this House today and say that they have 
recommended higher power rates or 
higher revenues for all the benefits for 
which the taxpayers of America have 
furnished for all these great Federal 
projects? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENSEN. Did the gentleman rec .. 
ommend higher rates? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Wait 
until I answer the gentleman's question. 

Mr. JENSEN. Yes or no? 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. ·Let me 

answer the gentleman's question. 
Mr. JENSEN. Wait. Is your answer 

yes or no? 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. I rec

ommended rates high enough l.o get back 
every dollar, with interest, before the 
gentleman's committee several times. 

Mr. JENSEN. Has the gentleman ac
tually recommended higher rates? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I have 
not studied the schedules c:r recom
mended specific rates. 

Mr. JENSEN. Does the gentleman 
recommend higher rates today? Yes or 
no. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. If they 
are necessary, yes. 

Mr. JENSEN. I want a yes or no 
answer please. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Well, I 
am no expert on power rates, but I have 
said repeatedly before the gentleman's 
committee, and I believe it today, that 
the rates that we charge for power on 
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Federal projects should return every sin
gle compensable dollar plus 3 percent in
terest. 

Mr. JENSEN. Should! Sure they 
should. But will they? No, not so long 
as we keep on appropriating all the 
departments ask for. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Well, I 
do not know. I assume the rate that 
they charge will do it. 

Mr. JENSEN. The gentleman knows 
that when they set those rates years and 
years ago they said, "This is the rate we 
need in order to pay off this project 
according to law and that since that time 
operR.tions, maintenance, construction, 
and administrative costs have gone up 
from 50 to 75 percent.,. 

How long do you suppose you would 
be in business, Mr. JOHNSON~ if you bought 
things today and sold them for the prices 
in effect 5 and 6 years ago? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I woUld 
like to answer that. 

Mr. JENSEN. Tell me how long you 
would be in business. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I would 
not be in business very long. 

Mr. JENSEN. Of course you would 
not, and the Government -is no different. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I would 
like to .;Joint this out: In the very area 
where the Central project is going to 
sell power, the P. G. & E. has maintained 
the same or lower rates, and their reports 
every year show a profit during the past 
5 years. That is a private company, well 
operated and well managed. 

Mr. JENSEN. All right. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. And 

they have not raised any rates at all in 
the last 5 years. 

Mr. JENSEN. The Railroad Commis
sion of California determines the rates 
of the private utilities. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Yes. 
Mr. JENSEN. I will tell you why they 

did not raise the rates. 
The P. G. & E. would pay more, but 

the Interior Department officials lay 
down the contract before them at the 
same old rate and the P. G. & E. say, 
"Sure, we will sign it." 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. The 
gentleman knows the Central Valley is 
only selling power to them wholesale. 
We are not distributing any electricity; 
the gentleman understands that. 

Mr. JENSEN. Certainly I know it. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

gentleman from Iowa has· expired. 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

I yield 10 additional minutes to the gen
tleman from Iowa. 

If the gentleman will yield, may I 
point out, to finish up this colloquy, that 
the Bureau of Reclamation has sold 
power to the Pacific Gas & Electric Co. 
at 3.4 mills a kilowatt-hour for firm 
energy, and somewhat less than that for 
secondary power. The average is about 
2.5. It costs the P. G. & E. produced in 
their own plant 5.2 mills a kilowatt-hour. 
In other words, the Bureau of Reclama
tion is such a poor dealer with the Pa
cific Gas & Electric Co. that it is getting 
3 mills a kilowatt-hour below what it 
costs them to generate power in their 
own plant. 

Mr. JENSEN. That is right, as I un
derstand it. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. I have an opinion 
that the Bureau of Reclamation made 
this bad deal with the P. G. & E. in order 
to complain that they had to have a 
great transmission system in the West in 
order to make the project pay out, where, 
as a matter of fact, if they were good 
dealers, good sound businessmen, they 
would have gotten the 5.2 that it costs 
the P. G. & E. to generate power in their 
own plant. 

Mr. HILL. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. JENSEN. I yield to the gentle
man from Colorado. 

Mr. HILL. I would like to get back 
again to water. 

Mr. JENSEN. I will tell you how you 
are going to get back to water. You are 
going to have to change the philosophy 
of the Interior Department if you want 
to get water, because they do not give 
much attention to irrigation; they want 
power, both electric and political. 

Mr. HILL. More than 10 years ago 
we started a project in my own county. 
in my own district. We mortgaged our 
homes, our buildings in the city, and we 
made a firm and solid contract with the 
Federal Government, the United States, 
that if they would bring that water un
der the Rocky Mountains down onto this 
land that is already irrigated, that has 
been short of water ever since it has 
been formed-we have water; our water 
systems are all in, but this is supple
mentary water from the other side of 
the Rocky Mountains. 

Mr. JENSEN. The gentleman is talk
ing about the Colorado-Big Thompson 
project? 

Mr. HILL. r am talking about the 
Colorado-Big Thompson project. If they 
would allow us to mortgage our homes 
and pay each year so much on that proj
ect, we would begin immediately, which 
we have done. Today we have paid 
$300,000 on that project. I notice 
the testimony in the hearings where 
some of you said that because· the price 
had gone up, the contractor's price, ma
terial, equipment, and labor, you think 
we should go back to our $1,700 or $2,000 
contract that we have in that valley and 
make that contract over. In addition, 
do not forget this, that it is not our fault, 
the farmers and home owners and city 
dwellers as well in that territory, it is 
not our fault that the Interior Depart
ment has not finished that project. It 
is not our fault that these prices have 
gone up. Yet you come along and in 
your own testimony you say you think 
we ought to throw that contract out and 
accept a new and higher contract for 
the water. 

Mr. JENSEN. You read the hearings. 
Mr. HILL. I did. 
Mr. JENSEN. They explained it to us 

in detail. Has the gentleman read what 
I said? 

Mr. Hll.L. I read all the gentleman's 
testimony. 

Mr. JENSEN. I said, "Gentlemen, I 
think the Government is stuck." Did I 
not say that? 

Mr. ~ I hope the gentleman 
sticks to that. 

Mr. JENSEN. I also said that I be
lieved those people out there who are 
getting the benefits would pay more if 

given an opportunity. It is going to cost 
a'Qout three times more to complete the 
job than originally estimated, is it not? 

Mr. HILL. Yes. We never figured 
anything about the power. That is the 
reason I came in on this. We were not 
talking about those five great dams that 
will create all this electric current. We 
were talking about the water on this 
land. 

Mr. JENSEN. The Department of the 
Interior has not been too concerned 
about water, as the record will prove. 
Consequently, many irrigation projects 
in the country have been held back. 

It seems Clear that it was their plan 
to finally drive private utilities to the 
wall by giving them so much competi
tion at below-cost rates that they could 
not exist. But I am sure the American 
people who believe in all honest, free, 
private enterprise appreciate the fact 
that we have held them in abeyance at 
least to some degree so that they have 
not spread all over the United States 
and destroyed all the good private utili
ties who send to the Federal Treasury 
hundreds of millions of dollars a year in 
revenue which we need so badly today. 

I have said many times that they can 
call me anything they like, but I shall 
defend all good, honest private. industry, 
whether it be the peanut vendor on the 
comer or the biggest private business in 
the United States, against unfair en
croachment by the Government. 

Mr. KIRWAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from New 
York [Mr. RooNEY]. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, at the 
outset I wish to say to my colleagues in 
this House that it has been a real pleas
ure to serve on this subcommittee with 
my distinguished friend and chairman, 
th~ gentleman from Ohio, and his col
leagues on the majority side, as well as 
my associates on the minority side. 

While there were not more than two 
or three items in the bill in which we 
concurred with the majority, neverthe
less relations between all the members 
of the subcommittee were most cordial 
and friendly. I have no personal fault 
to find with the intentions of the chair
man of this subcommittee or the other 
members on the majority side. I be
lieve they are sincere in what they are 
doing to the Department of the Inte
rior-wrecking it. But I know they do 
not realize the consequences of the 47-
percent slash which they are making in 
the budget for the Department of the 
Interior. However, I say I have never 
questioned the sincerity of the gentle
man from Ohio and his associates. 

The total amount of the budget re
quest for the entire Department is $295,-
420,420. This sum amounts to far less 
than 1 percent of the total amount of 
the President's budget of $37,500,000.000. 

The majority of this committee have 
started a dangerous plan of economy. in 
which they allow much less than one
half of 1 percent of these $37,500,000,000 
for our Interior Department. for the con
servation and preservation of the natural 
resources of this Nation, and construc
tion of reclamation projects which will 
make and have already made America. 
greatr 
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Not one member on the majority side 

of the full Committee on Appropriations 
raised one finger to increase any one 
item in this bill from the amount which 
was decided upon by the majority of this 
subcommittee. You must realize that we 
needed vt:ry few votes from the majority 
side in order to overthrow the decision 
of the majority of the subcommittee. I 
repeat,. not one member on the majority 
side in the meeting of the full committee 
offered any amendment to the amounts 
decided upon as the result of the · sub
committee's deliberations. Therefore, I 
wondered where the information came 
from to support an article I read yester
day by Drew Pearson, April 24 edition 
of the Washington Post, in which he 
says_: 

Though t hey wept, begged, and got down 
on their knees to fellow Republicans, GOP 
leaders 'cut the heart out of the Interior De
partment appropriations. 

Well, if any one of them did, it was not 
in any meeting of the subcommittee or of 
the full Committee on Appropriations. 
As a matter of fact, when this committee 
met to mark up the bill the figures had 
apparently already been decided upon in 
advance. For instance, we proceeded to 
mark up as the first item, the Bureau of 
Mines. Every item of appropriation in 
connection with the Bureau of Mines 
had been previously agreed upon with 
somebody, and was written out on a white 
sheet. There was therefore, not much 
sense in discussing the items. Our prob
lem was very simple-the minority stated 
that they disagreed in every instance 
with the work of the majority of the 
committee unless we definitely signified 
our assent. 

Included in the Bureau of Mines ap
propriation were three items for mine 
safety, and they cut those items, and cut 
them viciously. About 2 or 3 weeks 
later we experienced a terrible mine dis
aster at Centralia, Ill. One day in the 
committee hearing I happened to be read
ing a newspaper and looking at some 
photographs of bereaved relatives of 
those who died in that disaster and I 
inquired of my friends on the majority 
side, "Don't you think this will have 
some effect upon the decision reached by 
the House, with regard to moneys for 
mine safety appropriations?'' We were 
then informed, for the first time, by one 
of the members of the subcommittee that 
they, the majority, in quiet session, had 
decided to restore the full amounts of the 
budget estimates for mine safety ap
propriations. 

There is a friend of mine, a lifelong 
and prominent Republican, who meets 
quite often with a number of gentlemen 
from both sides of this House, at the May
fiower Hotel here in Washington. I 
have heard him say on many occasions, 
"When we Republicans get back into 
power, do away with the school lunch 
program? Why, hell, we will do away 
with the schools." 

I was therefore not surprised when the 
deliberations of the Republican members 
of this committee caused the virtual de
struction of school systems and that 
they have done away with not only the 
school lunches but with the schools. 
What have they done in connection with 
the Indian Service? The cut in this bill 

to the extent of $10,302,646 in appropria- done to our great irrigation, flood con~ 
tions for the Office of Indian Affairs, trol, and power projects in the Northwest 
from the amount available in the cur- and in the West, how a great many 
rent year, fiscal 1947, will result in part people in my town laughed with glee? 
in forcing more than 5,000 Indian chil- Where? Up in Wall Street, in the offices 
dren out of Government schools. of Electric Bond & Share Co. which 

Indian education has been cut by 33 controls many of these power companies 
percent. Tuition payments to Oklahoma throughout ·;he Southwest and the West, 
public schools were disapproved. Three selling power from public projects built 
million dollars must be saved by closing with the people's money. Yes, the 
about 16 boarding schools which enroll the bloated plutocrats of the power 
oniy children who are homeless. lobby which, here in the Congress, are 

In connection with the Alaskan Native continually seeking to have turned over 
Service, a reduction, a cut, a slash if you to them the people's dams, the pea
will, of $469,000 below the current year's pie's power built by the people's money, 
appropriations will result in the closing the dams that these private utility 
of 1 elementary boarding school for companies are continually seeking to 
dependent children, the closing of 19 day monopolize. The very peoplf wno origi
schools, which will deny education to nally fought tooth and nail against 
more than a thousand children, termi- the erection of every one of these dams. 
nation of contracts with all private hos- The Republicans cut $83,234,600 from 
pitals for the treatment of natives, and a requested appropriation of $145,000,000 
the closing of 1 Indian Service urban for the Bureau of Reclamation, or a 57-
hospital of 60-bed capacity. percent cut. They thereby hamstring 

That is more than bad economy, Mr. the projects which this Congress, this 
Chairman. That, I say, is economy very House and the otl .. er body, have 
created by headless horsemen of econ- heretofore authorized. They are there
amy, headless horsemen who have no re- by creating a situation whereby enormous 
gard to the consequences that will result claims by contractors whose contracts 
from their wild ride insofar as the wei- have to be canceled will result in an 
fare of our Nation and provisions for our enormous loss to the United States 
children are concerned. Treasury. 

Mr. DINGELL. Mr. Chairman, will With rega.:.·d to the Columbia River 
the gentleman yield? • Basin project and the question I asked 

Mr. ROONEY. I yield to the distin- my distinguished friend, the gentleman 
guished gentleman from Michigan. froli.1 Ohio, awhile ago, the Columbia 

Mr. DINGELL. Will the gentleman River Basin program in the great North
concede that if we terminate the educa- west-may I say that I have had the 
tion of Indian children that the Appro- privilege of being out there and I have 
priations Committee will have to come in seen it. I am from Brooklyn. I have · 
here with an appropriation for toma- always been one of the first to say that 
hawks in order to put the Indians back we shoulci further and further develop 
into their present status. these great reclamation projects in the 

Mr. ROONEY. I think that is a fair West. The Columbia River Basin proj
statement in view of what our Repub- ect was supposed to be completed by 1951 
ican friends have done. to s.tpply irrigation of 400,000 acres of 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will land for veterans' settlement. What do 
the gentleman yield? you think is the completion date now. if 

Mr. ROONEY. I yield to the distin- the action of the majority of this sub-
guished gentleman from Arizona. committee is supported-1965?-and we 

Mr. MURDOCK. I understand the commit this crime at a time when we are 
committee has recommended schooling now debating and debated all day yester
for the Navajo Indians. That is fine. day on the floor of this House the matter 
We have 17,000 Navajo Indian children of sending $350,000,000 to Europe for 
of school age who are not in school. But relief and with another bill now pending 
I further understand th~t the cut which for $400,000,000 more to be used in 
this bill contains will close several board- Europe. The situation created by this 
ing schools, one at Albuquerque, one at bill, as the gentleman from California 
Santa Fe, probably one in California at [Mr. JoHNSON] very well knows has re
Whittier, and very likely one at Fhoenix, suited in the completion date of the 
Ariz. Central Valley project in California, 

Mr. ROONEY. That is so. which I have also had occasior to in-
Mr. MURDOCK. And the gentleman spect, being 40 years from now instead of 

beside me here, from Oklahoma, prob- the con:~mplated 8 or 10 years. 
ably has three ~uch boarding schools I must say that the Governor of Cali-
which will be closed. · fornia did not play politics. He came 

Mr. ROONEY. I am sure the gentle- before this subcommittee and requested 
man from Arizona will cover that matter not $20,000,000, the amount asked in the 
more fully in the remarks he wil make budget estimate, but $10,000,000 for 
later on during the course of the debate. Centr:. Valley. What did the majority 

Mr. MURDOCK. I hope to. of this subcommittee do? They there-
Mr. ROONEY. I now wish to say a upon cut the amount to $6,900,000. 

word with reference to the Bureau of Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Reclamation. Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the Mr. ROONEY. I yield to the gentle-
gentleman from New York has expired. man from California. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield Mr. JOHNSON of California. When 
myself five additional minutes. the Governor of California came here I 

At the time the slash figures were re- am positive that before he made the 
I,eased by the full Appropriations Com- recommendation to the gentleman's 
mittee showing what the majority had committee he consulted with a commis-
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sion known as the Reemployment and 
Development Committee or the Postwar 
Development Committee that had made 
a thorough study of the needs of Cali
fornia in reference to public power. 

Mr. ROONEY. As the gentleman very 
well knows, and from my visit to the 
Central Valley project, and as I have 
stated on the floor of the House pre
viously, I am in entire sympathy with 
it. I feel it should be developed just as 
fully and promptly as possible, and I for 
one would go along with the request of 
the Governor of California for a $40,-
000,000 appropriation. · 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Cali
fornia got soo;ooo new veterans in it since 
the war closed. They were men who 
were not enlisted or inducted from the 
State of California. The rapid develop
ment and completion of this project will 
be of material help to many of them. 

Mr. ROONEY. I agree with- the dis
tinguished gentleman from California. 

In this bill there is an item entitled 
"General investigations." There has 
been a cut from the amount requested, 
$5,000,000, down ~o the insignificant sum 
of $125,000. What is the purpose of this 
item? 

The CHAffiMAN. The time of the gen
tleman from New York has expired. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, I yield the 
gentleman f;rom New York 10 additional 
minutes. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, this 
item in the bill is to plan public projects 
throughout these United States in ad
vance of a depression, which would re
sult not only in enhancing the value of 
our country, in giving to the people power 
and irrigation and flood control, but in 
putting to work hundreds of thousands 
of other people who would be engaged in 
work on these projects. 

'Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? . 

Mr. ROONEY. I yield to the gentle
man from Tennessee. 

Mr. GORE. In cutting out practically 
all of the funds for this purpose, and they 
might as well have cut all of the fund for 
investigations, is it not about like the 
gentleman from Arizona expressed it, 
taking the seed corn away from the 
farmer? 

Mr. ROONEY. That is a very good 
description of the situation. Of course, 
we all know as we stand here and debate 
this bill-and as we vote on it tomorrow 
the Republican majority ·wm have its 
well-oiled steam roller working again, 
and will knock down deserving amend
ment after deserving amendment-that 
the very cuts you make here will be re
stored over in. the other body. 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROONEY. I yield to the distin
guished gentleman from Massachusetts. 

Mr. McCORMACK. There is a rumor 
going around of an inside deal to take 
care of a couple of projects, then let 
the others just be crushed under. Has 
the gentleman through his contacts re
ceived any information on that which 
might be of an enlightening nature or of 
an exposing nature? 

Mr. ROONEY. Yes; I have heard 
some rumblings about that, I will say to 
the gentleman. I understand that there 
will be a deal made with some of the 

gentlemen from California. I do not 
blame the gentlemen from California for 
trying to make a deal or for engaging in 

· such a deal. But it is not a nice way to 
go about this situation. It would be 
much better if those of the majority in 
this committee had carefully listened to 
the testimony in regard to these recla
mation projects and then decided on 
them sensiblY, not on figures already 
written out in advance on a white paper. 
It was utterly useless for a minority 
member to disagree with the column of 
figures handed down by tl~e high com
mand. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROONEY. I yield to the gentle
man from California. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. I am a 
Member from California, and I am right 
in that part of the Central Valley, but 
no offers have been made to me as yet. 
I wish they would make some offers 
to US; 

Mr. McCORMACK. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield further? 

Mr. ROONEY. I yield. 
Mr. McCORMACK. There is one con

solation that our Republican friends, 
who are highly dissatisfied, have, and 
that is that we on the Democratic side 
not only have complete sympathy for 
them in the predicament in which they 
find themselves, and particularly for their 
own constituents, but when the motions 
are made, that we on the Democratic 
side will vote in accordance with the 
national interest to carry on these great 
projects which, while they are located 
in c:rtain sections of the country, are 
of general concern to the entire country. 

Mr. ROONEY. I trust they will, but 
am again afraid of the headless-horse
man economy that we have had so far 
during this congress. 

May· I ask my distinguished friend, the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GoRE] 
if he will hand me part 3 of the printed 
hearings of this subcommittee? Thank 
you, I have not weighed this, but I meant 
to. You will notice that part 3, which 
covers the Bureau of Reclamation, prob
ably cost five times as much to print as 
it has in any previous Congress. The 
phony economy proposed by the cuts in 
this bill is just as sensible as the economy 
practiced by the majority in printing the 
minutes of the hearings. 

Mr. Chairman, the principal issue in
volved in this Interior Department ap
propriation bill is whether the recent 
progress that has been made in western 
economic development will continue and 
go forward or will be halted through the 
elimination or slow strangulation of the 
reclamation and power projects on which 
this devel'opment is based. 

It is commonly assumed that those of 
us whose constituencies are in the East 
have no concern with the progress of 
western economic development. This is 
a completely erroneous · assumption. 
Every citizen of our country has a vital 
stake in the development of the economic 
potential~ of the West and the speed with 
which it occurs. 

Every citizen has a stake in this de
velopment because he is concerned with 

· the availability of food and the price he 
has to pay for it; he is concerned about 

the shortages of critical minerals and 
other materials and the effect they have 
on the scarcity of automobiles, housing, 
and the other things he wants for better 
living; he is concerned about the short
age of lumber and the effect this shortage 
has upon our national economy; he is 
concerned about whether our economy is 
going to provide the expanding job op
portunities which our veterans and other 
citizens require, or whether it is going 
to stagnate and require the rationing of 
a limited number of job opportunities 
among an increasing number of job 
seekers ; he is concerned about our na
tional security and the fact that we have 
no ready reserve of electric energy, such 
as existed at TVA and in the Northwest 

·when World War II came upon us, avail
able for the expansion of our aluminum, 
magnesium, and other industries; he is 
concerned about the national security 
implications of our present "have-not" 
status which led the Seventy-ninth Con
gress to pass the Strategic and Critical 
Materials Stockpiling Act so that we 
could import from abroad and accumu
late reserves of those materials essen
tial to our national defense, that we 
were not producing in sufficient quan
tity; and he is concerned about an 
·assured domestic market that can absorb 
the increased production of our fabri
cating industries. 

The economic development of our 
underdeveloped regions represents in 
large measure the solution to the prob
lems I have enumerated. We have in 
the West, for example, more than 740,- . 
000,000 acres ·of desert-more than one
third the land ·mass of the United 
States-which is shortchanged on rain
fall. Through irrigation, much of these 
lands can be turned into family-size 
farms for the settlement of veterans and 
others. They can be made to produce 
special kinds of vitamin-packed food 
raised only in hot, dry climates. These 
farms become new m~rkets tor manu
factured products from all parts of the 
United States-new markets that devel
op in these prosperous areas reclaimed 
from desert wastelands. 

These lands are reclaimed through the 
construction of dams-multiple-purpose 
projects which serve to create hydro
electric power, prevent floods, create 
navigable waterways for the cheaper 
transportation of goods, provide ·recrea
tion areas around the large water reser
voirs, as well as proVide dependable 
water supplies for the land and for do
mestic and industrial purposes. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman. will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. ROONEY. I yield to my friend 
from California. 

Mr. JOHNSON o:l California. Regard
ing the reclamation of those lands, I 
know of my own personal knowledge that 
in my part of California the land with
out water varies frorr. $15 to $50 an 
acre in price. When you get water on 
it, it goes from $200 to $1,250 in value, 
showing the increased productivity of the 
land. 

Mr. ROONEY. I do not think there is 
any question about it. The gentleman 
also knows, as do I, that in the Northwest 
in connection with the Bonneville Power 
Administration there is today a greater 
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market for power than the amount of 
power which can be produced at Bon
neville and Grand Coulee Dams. 

The cheap power that results from the 
construction of these dams is the key 
that unlocks the economic door of the 
area. Minerals that could not be proc
essed economically before can now l:!e 
made available at competitive prices. 
Areas that once were poor raw material 
suppliers-obtaining only the price of 
the labor applied to extract the re
soun:es-develop fabricating and proc
essing plants and become prosperous. In 
many cases items are produced for the 
benefit of the whole Nation that were not 
produced at all before. 

At 1940 prices it is estimated that the 
total national investment in the develop
ment of our great river basins will 
amount to some $11,500,000,000. I am 
not going to make the crack that "this . 
ain't hay," for a good part of the lands 
reclaimed by these projects will grow 
good alfalfa hay. Alfalfa hay and sugar 
beets are two top-ranking irrigation 
crops. Both are vital to the livestock in
dustry of the West and, in turn, they 
are most important to the people of the 
Nation. They mean more meat and 
more sugar on everybody's table. 

Of course, this investment will take 
place over a period of time. The ques
tion is how much time. Unless these 
reclamation projects are carried forward 
at an economical rate, hundreds of mil
lions of dollars already spent will be 
wasted and the people of the East are 
just as much concerned as the people of 
any other part of the country about the 
destruction of an investment we have al
ready made. 

Governor Warren, of California, ap
peared before this House Appropriations 
Subcommittee to urge the acceleration 
of the Central Valley project-one of the 
large reclamation projects of which I 
have been speaking-so that it would be 
completed in 4 years instead of the 10 or 
12 years contemplated by the Interior 
Department. He argued that then the 
project would begin to pay for itself 
sooner and the people of California and 
the Nation could reap the·benefits sooner. 
If a depression is on its way, Governor 
Warren would apparently like to meet it 
with a project that will provide the basis 
for thousands of additional jobs and busi
ness opportunities. 

The majority of this committee not 
only ignored the Governor's request, but 
cut the funds to one-third of the amount 
requested by the Interior Department. 
Instead of the 4-year period for complet
ing the project which the Governor asked 
for, it will ta~e. at the rate of expenditure 
recommended by the Appropriations 
Committee, over 40 years to complete the 
Central Valley project. 

These western reclamation and power 
projects, when completed, create millions 
of additional jobs and business oppor
tunities-on farms, in new communities 
which will be needed to serve the new 
farms on reclaimed land, and in the new 
industries which will salvage the present 
waste of the forests and the unused min
eral resources of these areas by the ap
plication of low-cost power to the areas' 
resources. Forest management can be 
placed on a sustained yield basis, thus 

guaranteeing to the Nation a continuing 
supply of lumber and to the people of 
the areas a continuous source of liveli
hood. It means that the relatively un
populated areas of the West will be able 
to support additional millions of popula- · 
tion. 

In 1946 farmers on irrigated lands 
served by all Federal reclamation proj
ects harvested corps worth one-half bil
lion dollars. This is the type of invest-
ment that pays. · 

But the wealth produced on reclaimed 
lands is only a portion of the return to 
the Nation-speaking in business ac
counting terms-on its investment in 
these projects. Power revenues pay the 
bulk of the costs and not only does the 
Government get back all that it puts into 
the power facilities in a period of time, 
only a fraction of the life of the project, 
it gets a return of 3 percent on its invest-

.ment. 
The investment in these projects pro

duce other values many of which cannot 
be measured quantitatively. While you 
can measure the 3 percent interest paid 
on the investment in power, the millions 
of dollars saved annually by flood con
trol, and the savings involved in cheaper 
water transportation, how can you 
ascribe a quantitative measurement to 
the value of providing economic oppor
tunities for our citizens or measure the 
cumulative effect on our economy of pro
viding communities with a higher stand
ard of living and a. higher per capita 
income with which to purchase consumer 
goods from producers all over the coun
try. 

One of the re-asons for opposition to 
resource development of the type I have 
described is the sincere belief on the part 
of certain eastern and middle-western 
business interests that the economic de
velopment of the underdeveloped por
tions of the country would be bad for 
them. The railroads, for example, think 
that their interests require the preserva
tion of the South and West as raw
material reserves so that they can haul
at artificially high rates-the raw mate
rials to the East and Middle West to be 
processed and then haul them back to 
be consumed. Actually these high 
freight rates may serve as a kind of pro
tective tariff behind which southern and 
western businessmen will produce items 
for their respective areas which might 
be more economically produced by and 
purchased from eastern manufacturers. 

Another argument I have heard used 
in opposing measures which would fa
cilitate the economic development of the 
South and West is that it would create 
competition with eastern businessmen 
and would eliminate their markets. This 
is a completely false notion. It is fre
quently extended to other countries of 
the world and you hear the argument 
that we must not develop the industries 
of China or South America because it 
will eliminate our own markets there. 

Actually our greatest trade is always 
with the more highly developed countries 
of the world, and so it is within our own 
country. As the South and the West im
prove their regional economies the man
ufacturers of the East and Middle West 
acquire greater markets for their goods, 
the lawyers and doctors and other pro-

fessional men are relieved of the ruin
ous competition of a glutted profession 
because their colleagues can find abun
dant opportunities in these ~:~.reas of 
growing population and wealth; and 
everyone is relieved of the specter of un
security that arises from the unsatisfied 
search for jobs and businesses by our 
veterans and others. 

The development of the economic 
potentials of our great river basins will 
provide the new job and business oppor
tunities which are the evidence of a 
healthy, growing economy free from the 
stagnation of depression; it will provide 
an outlet for those who are displaced by 
reason of new technology or worn-out 
resources in their present localities; it 
will furnish us with more food, more 
materials to provide us with shelter and 
transportation, more of everything we 
need for a better satisfying life. 

I cannot agree with the gentlemen on 
the majority side of the Appropriations 
Committee that we should turn back the 
clock to 1938, or any other date of the 
stagnant thirties. We who live in the · 
East want to go forward to a more pros
perous America along with our fellow 
citizens of the West. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, in re
sponse to the statement just made by my 
colleague from New York, may I say, 
that, during the five years I have been 
on the committee we have appropriated 
about three-quarters of a billion dollars 
for reclamation. "Quite liberal'' the 
American people will say, I am sure. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
15 minutes to the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. PHILLIPS]. 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. Mr. 
Chairman, it seems t<' me that when a 
bill of this importance has reached the 
fioor it is a matter for dispassionate 
analysis and not for oratory. In speak
ing here today, I prefer not to speak of 
the great value of reclamation nor of ir
rigation nor of power upon which the 
West has been built. I do not want to 
speak at :ength of the fact that we from 
the western part of the United States 
know by now that it is difficult to make 
our projects, and the magnitude of the 
things done there, understood by our 
friends in the East. When I lived in 
Pennsylvania and Ohio I understood just 
as little as anyone who has never been 
in the West how dependent the West is 
upon water. 

I probably said the same things and 
thought the same things then, as Mem
bers do today who have never seen Cali
fornia or Oregon or Washington or the 
Rocky Mountain States. 

It seems to me today that the problem 
is this: We have a bill before us, and what 
are we going to do about it? The peo
ple of the United States said last No
vember that -they wanted economy, and 
my people said to me thaJt they meant 
they wanted economy, and that they 
would stand by every effort on the part 
of the Congress to bring about economy 
in a Government which for 13 years has 
not known what that word meant. If 
we are to save the world, we must first 
save ourselves. 

I would not stand here before you to
day and say that this is the best bill 
that ever came out of the Committee on 
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Appropriations, and I certainly would 
not stand here today and say that it was 
the worst bill that ever came out of that 
committee. There has been a great deal 
of discussion of the bill by those of us 
who come from the western part of the 
United States. It may interest you to 
know that very little of that discussion 
was whether we of the West feel that 
the amount of money appropriated is 
not adequate. We are more concerned 
about certain policy matters in the bill, 
and those are the things that I want to 
talk to you about today. 

I cannot defend a policy of the Bureau 
of Reclamation, nor would you expect 
me to favor it, under which Congress, 
having appropriated large sums of money 
for reclamation or power developments, 
finds at the end of a fiscal year, large un
expended balances. The gentleman from 
Ohio [Mr. KIRWAN], said that these un
expended balances were due to the in
ability to get material during the war 
years. My district h~ suffered more 
than any district in the United States 
because of that policy of the Bureau of 
Reclamation, and yet I cannot say that 
it was because of the lack of materiStl, 
for the equipment stood on the ground 
and the material was avaHable and the 
labor councils offered-the labor. 

We would have to take each one of 
these issues in the bill and attempt ·to 
analyze it, to see what the difficulty was. 
For that reason I confine myself to a 
few statements. 

It has been said by the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. RooNEY], the gentleman 
from Massachusetts [Mr. McCORMAcK], 
and the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. KIR
WAN], that a motion to recommit will .be 
made, and it would be expected we would 
vote for that motion. I am not sure that 
I would vote for a motion to recommit. 
In fact, I do not see any point in such 
a motion. If the bill has not been put 
into shape which might satisfy us in some 
of its provisions, then, what chance would 
we have in recommitting the bill to the 
same subcommittee? I shall rely upon 
the fact that the <Jovernment of the 
United States is a government of checks 
and balances. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? · 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. I yield 
willingly but briefly. 

Mr. ROONEY. Would the gentleman 
vote for a motion to recommit if it pro
vided that the committee report the bill 
forthwith back to the House with an 
amount of $40,000,000 for the Central 
Valley project? 

Mr. I'HILLIPS of California. No; and 
for reasons which I shall be very glad 
to give the gentleman, because the prob
lem in the Central Valley project is ap
parently not understood by the gentle
man from New York. 

Mr. KffiWAN. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. I yield. 
Mr. KIRWAN. How about the <Jov

ernor of California, then? Does he not 
understand it when he says $40,000,000? 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. Do you 
mean what do I think of the Governor of 
California? 

Mr. KIRWAN. No. You said the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. 
RooNEY] did not understand that point. 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. Yes; I 
said that. 

Mr. KIRWAN. How about the <Jov
ernor of California, when he said $40,-
000,000 was necessary? 

Mr. PffiLLIPS of California. What 
the Governor of California said to the 
committee-and I was present at the 
time-was that it would be economy if, 
instead of spreading the completion of 
the Central Valley project over a longer 
number of years at the rate of about 
$20,000,000 a year $40,000,000 were spent 
every year to complete the project in 
a shorter time, after which repayments 
would start. 

I have a very high regard for the pres
ent Governor of California. I think that 
the country needs him on a bigger job. 
But I think the Governor of California 
would · be one of the first to say that no 
more money should be appropriated in 
any one fiscal year than can reasonably 
be spent in that year. He would not like 
any more than I did the Bureau of Recla
mation policy of having money appropri
ated, only to find it unspent at the end of 
the year. The subcommittee says that 
more than $17,QOO,OOO right now rests in 
the unexpended funds of the Central 
Valley project. Some of my friends who 
live there say it is nearer $12,000,000. 
The point remains the same: There will 
be available, ,from the total of present 
unexpended funds and the new appro
priation,more than the $20,000,000 asked 
for in the budget request. The gentle
man from New York -[Mr. RooNEY] 
asked me if I would vote for a motion to 
recommit, if it increased this item to 
$40,000,000, and I said "No.'' That figure 
is just plucked out of the air, without 
analysis of the labor, material, ability to 
contract the work, or other items in the 
picture. 

I would much rather have my distin
guished friends the gentleman from Cal
ifornia [Mr. JoHNSON] or the gentleman 
from California [Mr. GEARHART] or the 
gentleman from California [Mr. ELLIOTT] 
talk about Central Valley, but I can 
easily show the gentleman what I mean. 
The item, on page 35, line 7, shows Irri
gation Facilities, $5,134,980, without ear
marking the irrigation projects for which 
it' could be expended. Our experience 
with the Bureau of Reclamation has been 
that although for years the ·farmers of 
California have begged that the water 
be taken down through the Friant-Kern 
Canal, as the distinguished gentleman 
from California [Mr. ELLIOTT] has said 
time and time again, the Bureau will not 
build that canal. The committee evi
dently was not fully aware of the fact 
that when work begins upon that canal 
it must at the same time begin upon the 
Delta-Mendota Canal, because one proj
ect balances the taking of the water in 
the other project. It would have been 
better to make that item $10,000,000 and 
earmark it for construction on those 
specific projects. I would have said that 
would be a good idea. I might agree to 
other increases if you will designate 
them. But to ask me if I would vote for 

$40,000,000 is just exactly the same kind 
of appropriation request I have been 
subjected to for the 4 years I have been 
here, and which I~ as an analyst, do not 
want to be subjected to any further. 

I find it hard to justify the item of 
$256,680, in line 11, to build a transmis
sion line from Shasta to Delta. It may 
be necessary, but my understanding is 
that the power is to be sold at the end of 
that line for less than it can be sold for 
at the dam. I will support public de
velopment of power, and I will remind 
the Members of this House that before 
powe'r construction began in connection 
with the Central Valley project, power in 
that area, from the private company, .was 
so high in cost that it was ruining the 
farmers who had to buy it to pump water 
for their farms. I simply do not see how 
you can build a power line and sell power 
at the end of the line for less 'than you 
can sell it for without the line being 
built, and then call that good business 
from any standpoint. 

In other words, I think these are cases 
that require consideration and not lump
sum treatment. The gentleman from 
New York asked me if I would vote for 
some round figure in a motion to recom
mit. I do not want to vote that kind of 
an appropriation in any bill. I will not 
vote for fiat percentage cuts if I can 
possibly avoid such votes, and I will not. 
vote for percentage increases, nor for 
increases picked out of the clouds. How
ever, to get -back to what I was saying, I 
am basing my decision on what to do now 
on this :floor, about this appropriation 
bill on the fact that the Government of 
the United States ·is a government of 
checks and balances. I never saw a per
fect bill yet and I have never seen a bill 
that was completely bad. When a bill 
comes to the floor and is reviewed openly 
on the :floor it then goes to the other 
body and there corrections are made on 
the basis of what is said in this House 
and upon what the Members of the other 
body want. 

So I believe that we should say here 
what it is we think requires correction 
in this bill; and when the bill goes over 
to the other body and comes back to us I 
think that it will be a bill I can support 
and defend to the people of my district. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. I would 
yield gladly but only if I can get more 
time. 

Mr. CURTIS. Will not the gentleman 
yield briefiy? 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. The 
committee chairman has indicated that 
I cannot get more time; I am sorry. I 
would like to yield to the very able gen
tleman from Nebraska. 

On page 43, the committee has speci
fied that there shall be no more work on 
a force account basis. I know why the 
committee put that in, but the fact re
mains that if it stays in the bill it will 
be impossible to do certain work. For 
instance, if a weir breaks, or a bank gives 
way, it is absolutely -impossible to wait 
for contract work in such emergencies; 
it must be done by force account. There 
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are types of construction and main
tenance· work which can be done only by 
force account. I know that was put in to 
correct a policy that I cannot defend, but 
if it is not changed, the effects will be 
disastrous. 

Mr. WELCH. Will the gentleman 
yield? 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. I would 
be glad to yield to the gentleman from 
California [Mr. WELCH] the chairman of 
my own delegation, but I have used nearly 
all my time, and I want to refer to specific 
items. · 

Mr. WELCH. I am sure my colleague 
does not want to misrepresent the Gov
ernor of the great State of California. 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. Cer
tainly not. I yield briefly, but I have 
only a few minutes left, · 

Mr. WELCH. Just long enough to 
quote the Governor correctly. Quoting 
from Governor Warren in his statement 
before the committee he said: 

It is because of the belief that the people 
of my State ' want the project accelerated 
that I appear before you today and urge an 
appropriation of $40,000,000. 

Mr. PHILLIPS -of California. That is 
correct. 

Mr. WELCH. "Instead of $20,000,000 
as provided in the President's budget ." 

Mr. PHILLIPS of California. I thank 
the gen t1eman. I was there and heard 
the Governor say it. 

Now, Mr. Chairman, there are certain 
specific comments I want to make regard
ing items and policies. I have spoken of 
the Central Valley project and shall not 
return to it. 

On page 34, the · bill shows that the 
committee cut the requested appropria
tion _for $5,000 ,000 for general invest i
gations to $125,000. That is not in the 
interest of economy. I understand the 
gentleman from Oregoh [Mr. STocK
MAN] is going to discuss this, and that 
he will submit an amendment to in
crease that item. I shall vote for that 
amendment, and I hope the Members of 
this House will listen carefully to the 
explanation and that they will vote 
favorably. 

On page 35, at line 5, the Davis Dam 
project is given $6,200,000. The Con
gress is obligated to build this dam. It 
is a detail of the Mexican Water Treaty. 
I am advised by the gentleman from Ne
vada [Mr. RussELL] that this is not the 
proper amount. I do not know; but I 
do know, like other Members of this 
House, that in the short time he has 
been here, the gentleman from Nevada 
has established himself firmly. I have 
confidence in his statement. It should 
be checked carefully before the bill comes 
back from conference. Also, I have in 
my district a situation similar to one 
which this bill now forces on Nevada. 
Boulder City, Nev., is entirely on Gov
ernment land; no taxes are paid to 
Nevada, from which school money can 
be secured. The Federal Government 
has an established policy that in such 
instances, a subvention is made to help 
meet the costs of educating the children 
of the workers. We cannot, and should 
not, change that policy here. I think 
perhaps the subcommittee could not vis
ualize such a situation, as we can who 

have seen it in spots like this one, and 
that this will also be corrected before 
the bill comes back from conference. In 
connection with the Big Thompson proj
ect: The farmers in that part of Colo
rado contracted to pay a certain sum; 
a · poor guess on the part of the Bureau 
of Reclamation, plus rising COJJ.Struction 
costs, now makes th~t sum inadequate. 

· The committee thinks the farmers should 
pay more. We cannot decide that here. 
They have a contract with the Govern
ment. The item, on page 35, at line 14, 
should be increased by enough to keep 
the work moving until the matter is 
settled. Probably the amount at issue is 
not more than a couple million dollars. 
The gentleman from Colorado [Mr. 
HILL], · who is a distinguished Member 
of this House, will undoubtedly talk about 
this. 

I know that the gentleman fron_ Wash
ington [Mr. HoLMES] and the gentle
man from Washington [Mr. HoRAN] will 
place before this House, and if necessary, 
before the other body, the details of the 
Columbia Basin project, on line 6 of page 
36. These items are the only ones, to my 
knowledge, in which the decisions of the 
committee in the opinions of the western 
Members, justify discussion here. There 
are, however, items that are not money 
items that are important. 

Turn to page 39, lines 7 to 10, inclusive, 
The hardest thing any of us had to do, 
has been to get figures regarding the un
expended balances on which we can rely. 
Two separate computat ions may be mil
lions apaJ. t, and both may come from the 
Department of the Interior. We cannot 
decide that puzzle now. It must be de
cided before the bill is signed. The com
mittee depends on these unexpended 
balances for the fiscal year 1948. We 
depend on the committee. The lines to 
which I just referred say that only money 
in the reclamation fund may be used, or 
only money to the total of the fund. I 
ask now if these lines in any way jeopard
ize the use of the unexpended balances 
and particularly I ask whether these lines 
would interfere with the use of any 
money in the unexpended balances, if 
that money came from the general fund 
in fiscal year 1947 appropriations? 

On the same page, beginning with line 
23, those last 3 lines, and the first 8 
lines on page 40, should deft.nitely be 
struck out. I shall make a point of order 
if the committee does not, as I hope, 
strike them out by previous action. 
Without realizing it, the committee at
tempts to legislate on a matter which I 
expect will someday go to an interna
tional court or arbitration board. At 
best, this is based on questionable legis
lative action which does not take efiect 
for perhaps 5 years, and this decision 
was specifically reserved in that legisla
tive ~ction, the Mexican Treaty referred 
to on line 4. 

I hope that the committee will keep 
in mind that water is now stored back 
of Hoover Dam, and no longer back of 
"Boulder Dam." I am looking at line 11 
on page 41. 

The most important item, to me per
sonally and to my district, is on page 42. 
About a dozen years ago, the farmers of 
the Coachella Valley signed a contract 
under which the Bureau of Reclama-

tion agreed to build an extension of the 
all-American c::mal into that area, 
where the water table was falling dan
gerously low. The water is not yet on 
the land. It lies in the canal, a few 
miles from date groves, the result of 
years of work and investment, and the 
wells are turning salt in the groves. 
The people of the valley came to Wash- . 
ington, and put aside the technicalities, 
and were willing to overlook the inex
cusable delays and the broken promises, 
·and consented to sign an additional 
contract for the lateral canals, and 
finally they consented to a change in 
the engineering design, to hurry the 
completion of the project. We are 
working against time, no longer years, 
now it is months. When a well is drilled 
now, a flowing well goes out. 

The farmers had contracted to pay 
about $13,000,000. They came here and 
agreed to pay an additional $13,500,000. 
That is a big addition. The Government 
will save about $8,000,000. The Bureau 
is to pay only for the protective features, 
now estimated to cost only $4,500,000, 
one-third of which is already spent. It 
is a wonderful deal for the Government; 
and only the urgency of the need for 
water would compel the farmers to con
sent to it. The Bureau now says that, 
on page 42 of this bill, the words, ''in
cluding distribution and drainage sys
tems>" must be taken from line 1, and 
placed after the word "California," on 
line 4. I am not a lawyer and so I will 
not call it quibbling; perhaps it really is 
necessary. All I know is that if this is 
not changed in this bill, I do not know 
how we can possibly save the date or
chards which supply more than 90 per
cent of the commercial dates grown in 
the United States. I ask no increase 
in appropriations; I have asked the com
mittee for this change. 

On page 43 , at line 8, there is another 
item "~r my district. I am told by the 
engineer there that $1,000,000 is not 
enough. I am not asking for any in
crease for a reason which I will make my 
final comment on this bill. This bill is 
for the fiscal year 1948. Congress will 
be back in January of that year. If the 
Bureau of Reclamation will go to work 
at once, seriously. earnestly and non
politically, and show that this amount, 
or any other like it, is being expended in 
a business-like manner, and economi
cally, and still is not enough for the fiscal 
year, I would have no hesitation in ask
ing the Appropriation Committee for the 
necessary money to finish the job that 
year. ~ 

If the Bureau dawdles, and plays poli
tics, and sends its propagandists swarm
ing over the ·various projects like ants, as 
it does over the Central Valley of Cali
fornia, my heart will not bleed over the 
cuts which the committee has made in 
the appropriation requests. It seems to 
me that the prospects of good will in the 
Congress and good appropriations in the 
bills rest entirely with the Bureau of 
Reclamation from now on. 

My own conclusion is therefore that 
this bill is a good bill inherently, that in 
almost all cases it provides the amount 
of-money which may he spent in one fis
cal ·Year, with three major exceptions, 
which will be discussed by the Members 
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from those areas. I do not believe it pro
vides enough money for general investi
gations. If an amendment is offered to 
correct that I shall vote for it. I shall 
vote for the bill feeling that what is 
not corrected in this House will be cor
rected in the other House and that there 
will finally be brought out a bill that we 
can support here and with our people. 

The CHAIRMAN. . The time of the 
gentleman from California has expired. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from Ore
gon [Mr. STOCKMAN]. 

Mr. STOCKMAN . . Mr. Chairman, I 
yield five minutes to the gentleman from 
lllinois [Mr. VURSELL]. 

Mr. VURSELL. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to speak out of order. 

The CHAIRMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from · 
lllinois? 

There was no objection. 
Mr. VURSELL . . Mr. Chairman, soon 

we will have before us for consideration 
the adoption of a greatly expanded and 
new international world policy. The 
President and the State Department 
have recommended that we extend a 
special loan to Greece and Turkey in 
the amount of $400,000,000, this loan to 
be expended in Greece partially for food 
and medical supplies but largely for the 
revival and rehabilitation of that na
tion's industries and part of the loan 
Will go for inilitary supplies to help 
modernize the Greek army. 

This new policy provides for sending 
a military mission consisting of Army 
officers to Greece and also to Turkey to 
help train and reorganize the Greek and 
Turkish military forces. It is estimated 
that about $150,000,000 of the loan will 
go to TUrkey and with it will go a mili
tary mission of Army officers who will 
help to reorganize and revitalize the 
military forces of TUrkey. 

The President in laying down this new 
world expansion policy says in substance 
that the United States Government com
mits itself to help defend and protect 
any nation in the world from being over
thrown either by aggression or infiltra
tion by another power. This new world 
policy committing our Government to 
the defense of other nations throughout 
the world which are so threatened is a 
thousand times more important than the 
consideration of the $400,000,000 in
volved. The President says this move is 
necessary to stop the spread of commu
nism and the possible overthrow of these 
two governments leading into the Middle 
East. 

Two questions arise which we should 
seriously consider. Will this amount of 
money and what we do for Greece and 
Turkey under the plan likely stop the 
spread of communism into the Middle 
East? The next question arising is how 
much money and manpower will it take 
to stop communism in Italy, France, 
China, and a half dozen other countries 
in Europe which are on the verge of be
ing thrown over by Communist organi
zations at the present time? Personally, 
I seriously doubt whether the money we 
are called upon to expend and the effort 
we intend to make in Greece and Turkey 
will be sufficient to stop the expansion 
of communism if Russia really desires 

to go into the Middle East. You can find 
able men in Washington whose judgment 
is respected on military matters and 
throughout the Nation who will tell you 
that most countries on the European 
continent are in such a state of chaos 
and financial insolvency that Russia, if 
she so desires, could occupy and conquer 
the continent of Europe within 8 weeks' 
time. 

Much as I detest, as we all detest, the 
ideology of communism, much as we de
test the reprehensible conduct of the 
Russian Government in the past 2 years 
in her failure to cooperate with the 
United States and other peace-loving na
tions, and the United Nations Organiza
tion as well, we must not let our hatred 
of her policies influence our judgment 
and mislead us in our thinking on so 
grave a problem as this expansion of 
foreign policy. 

Mr. Chairman, we can all endorse the 
laudible ideal of the President who says 
we must stop the spread of communism. 
Every decent person in America is for 
the ideal · of stopping the spread of com
munism. The Congress would unani
mously approve the $400,000,000 request
ed for the Greek-Turkish loan if they 
felt certain that would stop it, or seri
ously retard its expansion in Europe, but 
the Members of Congress know that we 
must consider the realities and not !audi
ble ideals. 

Mr. Chairman, in reality we have 
served notice on Russia that we pro
pose to stop her from expanding into the 
Near East. Much as we may regret it, 

· Russia is now the greatest military power 
on the Continent of Europe. If Russia 
decides now or within the next year or 
two to move into the Middle East we will 
either have to back down on our foreign 
policy, or World War Ill will be upon us 
and the world. When this Congress 
thinks of the realities coupled with this 
new foreign expansion policy you must 
realize that if this move hastens World 
War III, that we have in fact established 
a military beachhead over 3,000 miles 
away which we will have to defend with 
all of the men necessary, the munitions 
of war and the might of the whole Na
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, you must keep in mind 
that our acts on such momentous legis
lation as this and on all legislation is 
supposed to express the approval and 
thought of the American people. There 
is no question in my mind but that the 
majority of the American people are op
posed to us taking this step at the pres- , 
ent time. In fact, the Gallup poll, in its 
latest research on this question, some 
weeks ago showed that over 63 percent 
were opposed to it. You must visualize 
the possible reorganization of the draft 
boards throughout the Nation. You 
should visualize the possibility of mil
lions of young men being filtered through 
these draft boards, again putting on the 
military uniform, the organization of 
the entire industry of the Nation in the 
war effort, controls of every kind again 
placed on our people, our resources 
geared to the production of implements 
of war, our national debt now standing 
at $260,000,000,000 possibly being in
creased by $50,000,000,000 a year. It 
appears that the majority of the House 

will follow the lead of the Senate and 
approve this legislation. If it does it is 
to be hoped that none of the things I 
have pointed out here today will hap
pen, but I submit in deciding on this 
question we should not decide it on our 
emotional desires to stop the spread of 
communism in Europe, and fail to look at 
the practical side of what it may cost in 
human lives, American resources, and 
American finances. 

Mr. Chairman, another question I 
want to raise is, can we afford to commit 
our Government to such a policy that 
may cost us many billions of dollars, for 
we will doubtless find that this $400,-
000,000 is only a first small down pay
ment on the commitment of the Ameri
can taxpayers to finance and pay out 
countless billions ·of dollars to defend 
and protect the rest of the world. 

Let me point out to you that England 
and France, who fought two world wars 
as our allies, are in financial ruin today 
and France is in social chaos. We have 
piled up a debt of $260,000,000,000 and 
now the President and the State Depart
ment want us to rush in, declare this our 
new foreign policy, and furnish, at least 
temporarily, the international police 
force for the world. Such a move may · 
well wreck our Nation financially, drag
ging the American people down into ab
ject poverty where we cannot take care 
of our own people and cannot render 
further aid to the world. If we, the only 
great nation, believing ourselves solvent 
today, step into this trap and become in
volved world-wide in financing the rest 
of the world, all Stalin has to do is to 
threaten a little here and a little there 
on starting war on any boundary in 
Europe until he bleeds this Nation white 
financially, causing us to finance other 
threatened nations with millions of dol
lars each in their turn, until we wreck our 
Nation financially . 

Mr. Chairman, nothing is so important 
to the American people and to the con
tribution in leadership it can make to 
the world for peace in the future than 
for us to make certain we keep this coun
try sound financially. Unless we keep 
this country sound financially unemploy
ment, want, and chaos will envelop this 
Nation as it has other nations under sim
ilar conditions. Such a condition would 
give the Communists in this country who 
want to overthrow it the very opportunity 
for which they and Communist Russia 
are hoping may ultimately happen. We 
cannot support our Army and our Navy 
for the defense of this country unless we 
remain sound financially. 

It is one thing to have laudable ideas 
and use courageous words, but after we 
have just emerged from a Second World 
War which has cost us $400,000,000,000 
and has left a debt of $260,000,000,000 
with the rest of the world broke, not to 
mention the 300,000 of our finest Ameri
can soldiers killed and 1,000,000 wounded, 
which sacrifice can never be repaid, we 
must figure the cost and deal with reali
ties. It is time that the Members of this 
Congress who are fearful to take this 
step stand up and be counted against it. 

Mr. Chairman, this will go down in 
history as one of the most momentous 
weeks 1n the Congress of the United 
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States. It may rank as of greater im
portance than the week in which we de
clared war on the Axis Powers a few 
years ago. Of course, it may turn out 
all right if the move is made. Every 
decent · American hopes that it will
then again, things may happen to our 
Nation and to the world too fearful to 
contemplate. Another question arises: 
Can you buy off or stop with money that 
godless thing called communism? We 
helped liberate France for the second 
time, and we have ~ven her over $2,000,-
000,000 since VJ-day, yet she shows no 
gratitude and her Government is prac
tically controlled by Communists elect.ed 
by her people. The newspapers of 
France cry out against the United States 
Government and praise Russia. We gave 
Russia over $11,000,000,000 in lend-lease 
and kept her from being conquered. 

We accepted her in the finest embrace 
of friendship with the hope that she 
would be our friend and work with us 
and the other nations of the world for 
pea0e. You know the blackness of her 
record up to the very present moment. 
She has never kept her word once and 
has grabbed all the power possible. We 
have expended $3,000,000,000 on China, 
and we have not ~topped or retarded 
communism there. We expended over 
six hundred million on Yugoslavia, mil
lions on Poland, millions on Rumania 
and Bulgaria, and they are all Commu
nist Wday, and not one of their rulers 
is friendly to the United States. We have 
expended over five hundred million on 
Italy, and she is tottering on the brink 
of communism now. 

Mr. Chairman, Great Britain has spent 
over $500,000,000 on Greece and we have 
spent $485,000,000 on Greece, and yet we 
are told t,hat we must go in and help to 
reorganize her army, for in this nation 
of 7,000,000 people a few thousand guer
rillas are trying to overthrow the Gov
ernment. There is no income tax paid 
by the well-to-do in Greece today. They 
have 120,000 people on their federal pay 
roll. The well-to-do class ha. largely 
been the beneficiary of the aid we had 
hoped would go to the poor people of 
Greece. Now we propose another loan, 
and, a thousand times worse, we pro
pose to send two military missions, one 
to Greece and one to Turkey, and to 
establish, if necessary, a military beach
head, which may mean that the Balkans 
again has been chosen as the site upon 
which another world war is to be started. 

Mr. Chairman, 'last week on the floor 
of the House I said that, in my judgment, 
there was another and a better way. We 
know now that the President and the 
State Department made a mistake when 
they rushed into this thing, bypassing 
the United Nations organization. 

The fact that the Vandenberg amend
ments have been offered, asking the 
United Nations to approve or reject in 
substance. our going into Greece, is an 
admission that a mistake was made. If 
our first move was a mistake, when you 
add this to -all of the mistakes in our 
foreign policy from Tehran, Yalta, Pots
dam-mistakes which will cost us bil
lions of dollars, made by the State De
partment and our leaders-that will 
keep millions of European people in pov
erty for years-how can we swallow this 

thing with any certainty that this new 
policy is not another and greater mistake 
against the interest of the people of this 
country? 

Mr. Chairman, if this Government 
wanted to do something in a substantial 
way, in a sensible· way, to stop world 
expansion of communism, it should have 
suggested to the other peace-loving 
members of the United Nations organi
zation that this Greek-Turkish problem 
be brought with all the force and power 
before the United Nations organization, 
demanding that Russia and her satellite 
nations cease and desist putting this 
pressure on Greece and Turkey. .You 
answer that the United Nations is not 
completed to the point where they have 
the power. You do not know, because 
you have not tried it. The United Na
tions was set up for this purpose; and · 
almost a year ago, when a like and seri
ous situation arose, where Russia would 
not take her military forces out of. Iran, 
that feeble nation came before the United 

- Nations organization and demanded that 
- it act. It did act, and Russia took her 

military forces out of Iran. There is 
not a question in my mind but that we 
are starting at this thing the wrong way, 
no question but that we have made a 
mistake; and I, for one, refuse to follow 
through to save the face of the State 
Department or the bipartisan movement 
in the House and Senate, thereby com
pounding, their mistakes, which may 
prove to be the most tragic made in the 
history of this Nation. 

Mr. Chairman, the only way to call 
Russia's bluff is to call it before the 
United Nations, representing 51 nations 
of the world. In addition to taking this 
matter to the United Nations, I think 
that the United States should take the 
leadership, asking other nations to join 
with her, first, to· ~mmediately amend 
the United Nations Charter, doing away 
with the veto power; secondly, to pro
vide for inspection under the United 
Nations organization of atomic energy 
from the mines through the laboratories 
into the factories of every country in_ the 
world; and third, that another amend
ment should be pass·ed that would pro
vide for fixing military armament quotas 
for nations world-wide. This can be 
done and should be done without further 
delay. If these two bold moves were 
made instead of the approach we are 
about to make, Russia would be put on 
notice before the world, and it is t.he 
judgment of many of the best minds of 
this country that the United Nations. 
organization does have the moral power, 
suasion,. and force to stop this expan
sion in Greece and Turkey by Russia as 
it did in Iran. 

Mr. Chairman, if these amendments 
were rapidly driven through under the 
leadership of the United States and 
Great Britain and they can be, millions 
of subjugated people in Poland who want 
liberty, millions in Rumania, millions in 
Czechoslovakia, millions in Greece, mil
lions in Austria, millions in France, 
Italy, and other natior..s could then look 
with hope to the United Nations as a 
great, powerful living force for liberty, 
freedom, and peace. 

Mr. Chairman, these millions in the 
grass roots of these countries would 

start a pressure against the domination 
of <..ommunism in their countries that 
would drive it back into the confines of 
Russia. If the United Nations Charter 
is amended along the lines I have sug
gested, and I may say that I made a 
speech on the floor of the House almost 
2 years ago advocating such a move, it 
will sweep the power and the influence 
of the United Nations organization for
ward to where the people of the whole 
world can indulge a real hope for last
ing world peace. 

You may answer, if these amendments 
are made to the United Nations organi
zation, Russia may walk out. Well, on 
her past record, the sooner she walks out 
the better. This will · call her bluff, and 
maybe make her dictatorial leaders 
think. She should be invited to stay in 
with the door left wide open, with a 
standing invitation for her to come back 
in, which no doubt within a short period 
of time she would do, because she would 
be given one choice to line up in full, 
honest fellowship with the rest of the 
world for peace, or become an aggressor 
nation, against which 70 percent of the 
world could be legally hurled against her 

. through the United Nations organiza
tion. She can join with the rest of the 
world for peace or commit national 
suii~ide . · 

Mr. Chairman, they have urged that 
the United Nations organization cannot 
immediately finance aid to Greece. This 
Nation could authorize the expenditure 
of $100,000,000 through the Reconstruc
tion Finance Corporation or the Export
Import Bank. In fact, it could be turned 
over to the United Nations organization 
as one of our first contributions; possibly 
othP.r nations, if they were invited in, 
would begin to make their contributions 
through the United Nations with the 
same purpose in view. 

The President could be given the au
thority to authorize the Secretary Gen
eral of the United Nations to begin to use 
our funds immediately through UNRRA 
or some other organization it would de-

- sire to bring into being. Funds for relief 
could be gotten to those countries as 
quickly through the United Nations. as 
can be in the course provided by the leg
islation we are considering. In that way 
prompt and immediate help could go 
through the United Nations organiza
tion. 

Mr. Chairman, the United Nations or
ganization has been dealing with Greece 
in a practical way. Months ago a Food 
and Agricultural Organization commit
tee was sent to Greece by the United 
Nations, which investigated the entire 
situation there and came back with rec
ommendations. That committee recom
mended that only temporary aid should 
be given by England and the United 
States in the way of some food and other 
necessary imports. They said some emer
gency relief was neces:::;ary and recom
mended a long-term permanent rehabil
Itation program for the Greek economy 
for assistance to that nation and that 
such assistance should be furnished 
through the World Bank. As I recall, 
the committee which made this study 
thought an emergency fund of about 
$100,000,000 would be ample at the pres
ent time. 
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Mr. Chairman, since VJ-day our Na

tion has contributed over $7,000,000,000 
to help to feed, clothe, and rehabilitate 
the European nations and China. We 
a ·.·e committed to a billion and a half 
dollars in relief to other nations this com
ing yeaz:. There are requests for billions 
of dollars through the Export-Import 

·Bank anc~ a great amount of money will 
go out through that organization. All of 
this money must come from the Ameri-
can taxpayers. , 

While I am willing to go as far as we 
can to help world humanity and while I 
am anxious to oppose the spread of com
munism anywhere and everywhere, I 
cannot bring myself to believe this legis
lation is the right approach to these vex
ing problems. For over 30 days I have 
kept an open mind, sought information 
from every source and thought seriously 
about this problem in the hope so far as I 
am individually concerned that I might 
be able to cast my vote in the best inter
est of the people I represent and of the 
entire Nation. Unfortunately, none of 
us can be certain, however, as to our 
decision. Time only will tell. From my 
st11dy of this problem, however, it is my 
honest conviction, which I fear a major
·ity of this body does not hold, that I will 
be serving the people of this Nation best 
by opposing this legislation. 

The people in my district are divided 
on this question; some of my best friends 
favor it while I believe the great majority 
of my people are opposed to it. I believe 
the majority of the American people, if 
they understood this legislation: would 
hesitate to endorse it. 

Mr. Chairman, I am so certain that 
this approach settles nothing and that 
it may ultimately prove to be disastrous 
to this Nation that I cannot support it. 

We cannot have world peace unless we 
cast the burden of keeping the peace of 
the world on the United Nations organ
ization and back that organization. We 
can have peace, world peace, in my judg
ment, if those who are leading us would 
reverse their position, and join their 
forces behind the United Nations organ
iZ9,tion through which, in my judgment, 
only can world peace - ultimately be 
achieved. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Mr. Chairman, as 
a new member of the Committee on Ap
propriations I was assigned to the De
partment of the Interior Subcommittee. 
I found the members of the Interior Sub
committee to be the finest type of gentle
men possible with which to be associated, 
and I may even say, to be locked up with, 
for a period of 2 months, of any group 
that I could have hand-picked myself. 
The chairman of this committee, while 
we have not always agreed, and many 
times violently disagr'eed, on matters as 
to how to proceed and arrive at conclu
sions on matters, I found to be one of the 
most estimable gentleman with whom it 
has ever been my pleasure to serve. He 
has given unlimited and precious time to 
a study of the problems concerning a sec
tion of this country with which he is not 
particularly concerned, and the highest 
honor that I can bestow upon him is that 
every proposition that I have heard him 
advance has been an honest conviction. 
As for the ranking minority member of 

·the committee, the gentleman from Ohio 
XCIII--251 

[Mr. KIRWAN], the same thing can be 
-'said. I found him to possess the most 
·comprehensive and charitable views of 
problems of the western part of the 
United States that I doubt are shared by 

·any other member of the committee who 
has seen as little of that part of the 
country as ·has he. I can speak equally 
well of the other members of the com
mittee, and we certainly worked under 
conditions of high compatibility during 
the entire 7 weeks time that were taken 
up . by these hearings. 

In regard to the matter of reclamation, 
which as you probably know is closest 
and dearest to my heart, there was a 
sharp degree of variance of opinion upon 
that great work. The figures for 1948 
submitted to the Bureau of the Budget 
by the Reclamation Department was 
$260,000,000. The Bureau of the Budget 
in its wisdom cut this amount to $145,-
000,000. That was the amount which 
came before us and which was consid-
ered by our committee. · 

In the final analysis, we allowed $62,-
000,000 to carry on this gre~t work, which 
as you all know is of .major importance 
to the West. · 

A member of the subcommittee, the gen
tleman from New York [Mr. RoONEY], 
earlier today made a statement that I 
think is at some variance with my un
derstanding of what transpired in the 
committee and, with the gentleman's per
mission, I should like to give my idea of 
it at this time. He said awhile ago, if I 
quote him correctly, and if I do not I 
stand for correction, that this was a 
report of a majority of the committee. 
Mr. Chairman, that is not correct. The 
bill before you today is not a report of 
the majority of the committee, and I 
want to tell you just exactly why it. is 
not a report of the majority. It was an
nounced in our committee hearings on 
a certain day that in case of variance of 
opinion among the members of the com
mittee as to the general policy that would 
be outlined to us, if the .majority of the 
committee could not see fit to go along, 
another very important Member of the 
Congress was ready, willing, and waiting 
to come down and assist us in our work, 
that he would be only too happy to as
sist us in our work, and that he as a mem
ber of the full committee would be al
lowed to cast a vote in our deliberations. 
In other words, the sword of Damocles 
was dangled over the heads of the com
mittee members. 

Mr. ROONEY. Is that the "big, bad 
wolf," may I ask the gentleman? 

Mr. STOCKMAN. That could be. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

gentleman from Oregon has expired. 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

I yield 10 additional minutes to the gen
tleman from Oregon. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STOCKMAN. I yield to the gen
tleman from Wyoming. 

Mr. BARRETT. The gentleman that 
just preceded the gentleman told us that 
there were just a few items in this bill 
that were ebjectionable. I desire to call" 
the gentleman's attention to a few pro
visions of this bill, among others, that 
are objectionable to Wyoming. 

Now as the gentleman well knows 
about 75 percent of the area of Wyoming 
drains into the Missouri River Basin and 
for that reason I am intensely interested 
in the appropriation for the 'Missouri 
River project. · 

The State of Wyoming is dependent 
to a great extent upon irrigation for 
successful and well-balanced agricul
tural economy. The benefits derived 
from the lands now under irrigation 
have proven so great that there is no 
question as to the desirability or neces
sity among the people for expanding this 
irrigated land as rapidly as possible. 

The committee's report provides for 
reducing the appropriation for the Bu
reau of Reclamation's Missouri River 
Basin Project from $23,000,000 to $9,-
611,600 and restricting the use of this 
money to units now in the construction 
stage. 

This appropriation as it now stands 
provides for continuation of construc
tion on the Boysen and Kortes units and 
for continued planning on Owl Creek, 
Paintrock, and Shoshone extensions· in 
Wyoming. No allowance is made for 
continuation of work on many other 
units which are in various stages of de
velopment. The following Missouri 
Basin project units in Wyoming have 
been completely eliminated from the 
1948 program by the committee's action: 
Belle Fourche Storage ______________ $10, ooo 
Glendo--------------------------- 200.000 
Tongue River Development________ 25, 000 
Powder River Development_ _______ 100, 000 
North Platte River Development___ 60,000 
Shoshoni------------------------- 13,000 
Sheridan Canal Unit______________ 25, DOO 

Total ---------------------- 433,000 
The first two units are included with 

that group of projects on which plans are 
being prepared for construction. The 
$200,000 requested for the Glendo unit 
will be used to continue detailed surveys, 
right - of - way negotiations, economic 
studies and geological explorations, in 
order that preconstruction work on all 
features can be practically complete bY 
the end of the fiscal year 1948. The area 
that will be .served by the Glendo Project 
has been under water for many years and 
this project will provide supplemental 
water badly needed. The area to be 
served was involved in the case of Ne
braska v. Wyoming decided June 11, 
1945, and apportioned the natural-ftow 
of the North Platte River between those 
two States and Colorado. The appor
tionment was made in sections. and the 
last section of the river covered by the 
decree was that portion between the 
Whalen Dam, which is the diversion dam 
for the Interstate Canal 01.1 the North, 
and the Fort Laramie Canal on the South 
of the North Platte River, extending to 
the Tri-State -Dam, which is just over the 
line in Nebraska. The natural ftow of 
the river in this section was apportioned, 
75 percent to Nebraska, and 25 percent 
to Wyoming. 

Up until said decree was made, Wy
oming had refused to recognize some 700 
feet of the Tri-State Canal appropriation 
now owned by the Farmers irrigation 
district, and up until that time Wyoming 
had furnished her direct-ftow right 
ditches with sufficient water; since that 
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time there has been, and probably will 
continue to be, an insufficient supply for 
these older ditches. 

The special master in the Wyoming-. 
Nebraska case found that the early ap
propriators, with their priorities and ap
propriations, were as follows: 

Etat Canal Pri
ority 

Sec
Acres ond

feet 
-----·1-------1------
Wyoming.... Grattan__________ _ 1882 614 9 

North Platte______ 1883 3,153 45 
Rock Ranch ______ 1884 2,250 32 
Pratt-Ferris_______ 1886 1, 200 17 

TotaL -------------------- ------ 7, 217 103 

Nebraska____ Tri-State__________ 1887 51,000 729 
MitchelL________ 1890 13,633 195 

TotaL ----- --------------- ------ 64, 633 924 

Wyoming____ Burbank.._________ 1891 292 5 
Torrington ________ · 1891 2, 061 29 
Lucerne___________ 1893 4, 221 60 

TotaL -------------------- ------ 6, 574 94 

There is usually direct flow available 
to the four Wyoming ditches first named, 
whose total requirements in second-feet 
amount to 103. This would require that 
there be 412 second-feet of water natural 
fiow in the river, however, before these 
four oldest rights could be supplied. 

Then in order of priority come the two 
Nebraska ditches, with requirements for 
924 second-feet. ' 

Then come the second group of three 
Wyoming ditches, with total require
ments of 94 second-feet. 

This makes a total of 1,121 second-feet 
required for the 9 ditches, but the total 
of the 2 groups of Wyoming ditches is 
197 second-feet. Whenever there is 788 
second-feet in the river the Wyoming 
ditches are taken care of. In other 
words, where Wyoming used -to be able 
to satisfy her 197 feet of appropriations 
whenever there was that amount plus 195 
feet for the Mitchell ditch, or 392 feet of 
water in the river, it now takes almost 
800 second-feet to accomplish this. Dur
ing the irrigation season the river fre
quently falls far below this 800 feet re
quirement. 

In 1932, 1934, and 1936, the direct flow fre
quently fell below 1,000 second-feet. In 1934 
it rose above 800 second-feet for only about 
33 days during the entire season, and was 
below 400 second-feet about 34 days. In 1936 
it was below 1,000 second-feet for over 50 
days during the season, and below 800 second
feet about 28 days. 

I quote the. above from page 1385 of 
the court's decision in the Nebraska

. Wyoming case in 89 United States. 
During the crop season of 1946 the 

Burbank, the Torrin6ton, and the Lu
cerne were out of direct-fiow water 
much of the months of July and August. 
There would have been a very disastrous 
water shortage had it not been that the 
water users depending on storage rights 
in Pathfinder Reservoir graciously rent
ed to these older ditches some 12,000 
acre-feet of storage water which was 
temporarily available. These same 
ditches are trying this year to rent stor
age from the same source. No decision 
has been reached as yet, and if these 
storage waters are not made available to 
these three ditches again this year, the 
result will be disastrous. 

It is only very occasionally that any 
storage is available for rental. The en
tire storage supply is needed by the Bu
reau of Reclamation districts compris
ing the North Platte project and ·the 
Warren Act contractors who have here
tofore purchased a permanent supply 
of stored water from the United States. 
This situation affects not only the almost 
6,600 acres of land under Wyoming 
ditches that are now made short of 
water, but it also affects the Mitchell 
ditch, whose lands lie on the south side 
of the North Platte River in Nebraska, 
and amount to over 13,600 acres. Be
fore the Mitchell . ditch can be supplied 
with its full appropriation there must 
be 924 second-feet of water available to 
Nebraska appropriators, and that re
quires that there be natural fiow in the 
river of 1,232 second-feet. Nebraska is 
as much interested in the proposed 
Glendo Reservoir a"'S Wyoming, or should 
be. With all available storage rights 
disposed of, some additional storage 
must be developed to save the lands un
der the Mitchell ditch and the three 
Wyoming ditches. This is not adding 
new acreage, it :s not developing a new 
territory, the lands served by the 
Mitchell ditch lie in the famous Mitchell 
Valley, south of the towns of Morrill and 
Mitchell, Nebr. The Burbank ditch 
serves lands lying i'n what is known as 
the London Flats country southwest of 
Lingle, Wyo. The lands under the Tor
rington ditch immediately surround the 
town of Torrington, Wyo. Some 200 
water users under this ditch reside on 
tracts of from a fraction of an acre to 
4 or 5 acres, live on these semifarm 
homes, and work 'in or in the vicinity of 
Torrington. They have developed these 
farmsteads with trees, shrubs, lawns, 
berry patches, orchards, and gardens, 
and their future, indeed, looks dismal. 
The lands under the Lucerne ditch sur
round the town of Lingle. I venture 
that there is not another 4,000 acres of 
irrigated land in the West that produces 
more heavily than do these fine farm 
lands when they have an adequate sup
ply of water. 

The Guernsey Dam lies some 8 or 10 
miles up the river from Whalen, and 
just above the town of Guernsey, Wyo. 
The original capacity of this dam was 
69,000 acre-feet; it has silted up until 
today its capacity is only about 45,000 
acre-feet, and it is continuing to silt 
at the rate of about 1,000 acre-feet per 
year. This dam was built to serve two 
purposes, first, as a regulating dam to 
assist in handling the waters of Path
finder Dam. It takes about 4 days for 
water to fiow from Pathfinder Dam to 
Guernsey, but only an hour or two to 
flow from the Guernsey Dam to the head
works at Whalen serving the two large 
Government canals, the Interstate Canal 
and the Fort Laramie Canal. With a 
small -supply of storage available at 
Guernsey, excess waters in ~he river can 
be caught and held when it becomes nec
essary to reduce ditch diversion, and 
ditch diversion can be speedily aug
mented when necessary. 

Secondly, the dam has served to catch 
and hold fiash run-offs from small tribu

. taries of the North Platte River that 
would otherwise go to waste. 

The proposed Glendo Reservoir would 
catch the silt which is now destroying 
Guernsey Reservoir and would leave that 
reservoir available for regulating the flow 
of the two Government ditches referred 
to above and the waters for Warren Act 
contractors that depend on it, and the 
Glendo Reservoir would also conserve 
these fiash fioods which the Guernsey 
Reservoir is presently going to have to 
let go to waste, and would make available 
for these old ditches a supplemental sup
ply of stored water, and restore the value 
and fertility to upward of 20,000 acres 
of the finest irrigated farm land in the 
West. 

On page 42 of this bill the committee 
proposes an appropriation of $250,000 
from the Colorado River development 
fund for the investigation of projects in 
the four States of the upper division of 
the Colorado River Basin. Now this 
money does not come out of general funds 
of the Treasury but out of a special fund 
from power receipts of the Boulder 
Canyon project, and I cannot see why 
that item was reduced 50 percent. 

The Boulder Canyon Project Act of 
1928 authorized and directed the Secre
tary of the Interior to make investiga
tions and public reports of the feasibility 
of projects for irrigation, generation of 
electric power, and other purposes in the 
States in the Colorado River Basin, and 
of formulating a comprehensive scheme 
for the control and improvement and uti
lization of the water of the Colorado 
:ij,iver and its tributaries. 

The Boulder Canyon Project Adjust
ment Act provides that $500,000 annually 
of the receipts of the Colorado River de
velopment fund for the years of opera
tion ending, in 1938, 1939, and 1940-
amounting to a total of $1,500,000-are 
authorized to be appropriated only for 
the continuation and extension, under 
the direction of the Secretary, of studies 
and investigations by the Bureau of Rec
lamation for the formulation of a com
prehensive plan for the utilization of 
waters of the Colorado River system for 
irrigation, electrical power, and other 
purposes, in the Colorado Basin States. 
The next such receipts up to and includ
ing the receipts for the year of operation 
ending in 1955 are authorized to be ap
propriated only for the investigation and 
construction of projects for utilizing the 
waters of the Colorado River system in 
the four States of the upper division of 
the Colorado Basin, namely, Colorado, 
New Mexico, Utah, and Wyoming. 

Appropriations for fiscal year 1948 
would come from the second reserva
tion in the special fund which has been 
set aside for investigations and construc
tion of projects in the States of the up
per division. From this fund $2,599,750 
has been previously appropriated, leav
ing $400,250 unappropriated. An addi
tional $500,000 will accrue to this fund 
at the beginning of fiscal year 1948. 

Without the appropriation of the 
funds requested ·in the budget estimate 
the Bureau cannot proceed with a proj
ect-planning program to provide for an 
orderly and adequate development of the 
water, land, and power resources of the 
Upper Colorado River Basin. Without 
such planning, this development, which 
Congress provided for in the 1940 act, 
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will be materially delayed. The with
holding of $250,000 of the $500,000 re
quested, which is the amount allowed by 
law, is false economy, as the money 
comes from a special fund derived from 
the sale of power and not from the Gen
eral Treasury. If the money is not ap
propriated, it merely accumulates in the 
special fund and does no good for anyone. 

There are 100 potential within-basin 
projects in various stages of investigation 
in the States of the upper division of the 
Colorado River Basin. About one-quar
ter of this total are under active con
sideration and those investigations 
should be pushed. The States of the up
per division are now negotiating a com
pact for the equitable allocation of the 
available water between the States. Ad
ditional information on the potential 
projects is urgently needed in order that 
the States may arrive at a Jair and work
able compact. The withholding of neces
sary funds, particularly when those funds 
are already dedicated to a specific pur
pose, would serve to slow down unreason
ably this extremely vital work of the 
compact commission and at a time when 
the Bureau has a force on hand in the 
area to do the work. 

In 1922 the States of the upper division 
entered into the Colorado River compact 
which .apportions the water of the Colo
rado River system between the States of 
the upper division and the States of the 
lower division. In entering into this 
compact the States of the .upper division 
assumed an obligation to deliver 75,000,-
000 acre-feet of water at Lee Ferry in any 
10-consecutive-year period. To meet 
this obligation the upper basin States 
must have hold-over storage reservoirs. 
The experience of the past 16 years has 
brought to our attention the fact that 
the upper basin States must provide 
some hold-over storage in the very near 
future. I feel strongly about this point 
and I have already introduced H. R. 
2841, a bill to authorize the construction 
of certain Federal reclamation works in 
the upper basin of the Colorado River. 
Investigations on these important stor
age works are performed with funds ap
propriated from the special fund I have 
already mentioned. It is extremely im
portant that these investigations be com
pleted so that the upper division States 
may know when and how best they can 
meet their commitments. 

The investigation in the upper Colo
rado River area, such as those of the Ly
man project now nearing completion; and 
of the Sublette and Little Snake River 
projects now well advanced would be 
greatly retarded. All upper basin States 
would be affected by stoppage of work 
on investigating the hold-over storage 
projects required to meet the Colorado 
River compact commitments. 

Now, then, I certainly cannot agree 
with the cut in the general investiga
tions fund from the requested amount of 
$5,000,000 to the tol{en appropriation of 
$125,000, which will completely eliminate 
investigation programs now under way 
in the Western States. 

The maintenance of an adequate pro
gram of Federal irrigation development 
is essential to a sound national economy. 
Irrigation is a sound investment. It 
pays· its way. It creates new wealth and 

new permanent opportunities for busi
ness expansion and employment, but 
sound irrigation development is impos
sible without adequate planning. 

The Bureau of Reclamation is now pre
paring comprehensive plans for 35 river 
basins and subbasins and is reviewing 
by means of these plans the entire water
resources situation throughout the 17 
Western States, with the purpose of 
evolving the best plans for the optimum 
utilization of this resource for irriga
tion, power production, indt<strial and 
domestic uses, and to provide silt and 
ftood control. The comprehensive basin 
plans present a program of development 
which will provide a means of maintain
ing a desirable standard of living for 
our futur·~ expanding population. In 
addition to the comprehensive basin 
plans being studied, the Bureau is ac
tively investigating 115 individual proj
ects. The token appropriation proposed 
will mean complete abandonment of all 
investigations throughout the West. It 
is less than 2 percent of the program now 
being carried out. Complete disintegra
tion of the highly trained technical staff 
of the Bureau would result. 

The importance of having adequate 
funds, so essential to sound planning, 
cannot be overemphasized. The costs of 
construction of irrigation power features 
of Bureau projects are reimbursable. 
Therefore, it is necessary to investigate 
thoroughly and to review the proposed 
plans adequately in order to be certain 
that all possibilities are carefully ex
plored and the best plan selected Not 
only are there 115 projects now under in
vestigation, but there is a constant de
mand from local interests for investiga
tions of other new projects in all 17 West
ern States. This is inevitable, consider
ing that water is the most valuable natu
ral resource and the foundation upon 
which the economy of the arid and semi
arid West is built. 

Continuing study and planning for the 
best use of the combined water and land 
resources of the West is essential. The 
general investigation program now under 
way is designed for this need, but the 
amount proposed to be allotted will not 
permit worth-while results. 

The work of the Bureau of Reclama
tion in investigations and plai.ming of 
new projects, including the preparation 
of project planning reports for the au
thorization of construction of new proj
ects, is carried on from three sources. 
These are the an~mal appropriations for 
general investigations, the Colorado de
velopment fund, and in the Misscuri .Ba
sin, a portion of the Missouri Basin proj
ect appropriation. This bill, as reported 
out by the committee, practically elimi
nates all planning activities. 

If the appropriation is limited to $125,-
000 for ceneral investigations and $250,-
000 for the Colorado River development 
fund, together with the elimination of 
nearly all planning from the Missouri 
Basin project appropriation, all of the 
project planning work in the State of 
Wyoming will be stopped. 

The type of ex.penditure represented 
by . irrigation development is an invest
ment as distinguished from a nonpro
ductive expenditure. These projects will 
return the full ~aunt of their cost to 

the Federal Treasury and will at the 
same time bring benefits of inestimable 
value not only to the areas in which they 
are located but to the Nation as a whole. 

Mr . . STOCKMAN. Yes. May I inter
ject at this point that I expect to offer 
an amendment tomorrow upon that spe
cific item? 

Mr. BARRETI'. I will certainly sup
port that amendment. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STOCKMAN. I yield to the gen
tleman from Nebraska. 

Mr. CURTIS. ·while this committee 
was working long hours and very dili
gently, plans were being made for a 
visit of the President of Mexico to the 
city of Washington. One of the purposes 
of that visit will be to secure a loan of 
$25,000,000 for the development of irri
gation and public power in Mexico. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Does the gentle
man believ€ there is any question but 
that he will get it? 

Mr. CURTIS. I am not going to give 
it to him. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. I was going to ex
plain why it was that it was not neces
sary to call in the "big, bad wolf." It was 
brought very tangibly to the attention 
of the committee that in case of dis
agreement under the general policy as 
outlined this gentleman would be brought 
in and he would be allowed to vote with 
the committee. If the contemplated or 
anticipated alinement of the members 
followed, then with the gentleman com
ing in it would probably make a tie vote, 
and if a tie vote ensued it was announced 
that the rules of the House would be 
invoked, and, consequently, no amount 
of money would go into the item. In 
other words, in case of a tie vote, nothing 
would be allowed. 

Mr. JENSEN. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman y;eld? 

Mr. STOCKMAN. I yield. 
Mr. JENSEN. I think the gentleman 

has explained it quite well. 
Mr. STOCKMAN. I thank the gentle

man. 
Mr. JENSEN. I might say, of course, 

the other side of the fence played smart 
politics by putting my good friend the 
gentleman from New York [Mr. RooNEY] 
on the committee to take Mr. NoRRELL's 
place and, of course, knowing that Mr. 
RooNEY would go along with the spending 
of any amount of money that . anyone 
could suggest. So, in o-rder to offset that, 
it was necessary for the Republicans to 
do that which we thought is right and 
proper. That never would have been 
done if it had not been for the 'fact 
that the other side of the aisle had 
placed the liberal on that committee for 
the sole purpose of outvoting us. · 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Yes, sir. 
Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, will the 

gentleman yield? 
Mr. STOCKMAN. I yield to the dis

tinguished gentleman from New York. 
Mr. ROONEY. I would like to inquire 

of the gentleman from Iowa, if it is not 
the fact that I have always been for 
proper economy in Government. I have 
opposed appropriations for the Graz
ing Service when my good friend, the 
gentleman from Wyoming [Mr. BARRETT], 
and I had it out hot and heavy in this 
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Chamber. I have opposed appropria
tions in this bill in connection with the 
Park Service when I found out they were 
giving concessions entered into under 
the Hoover regime in 1932 which prac
tically was a larceny on the Treasury of 
this country. The gentleman from Iowa 
knows that I never did ride on headless 
horseman economy where we cut out the 
very vitals of America by denying ap
propriations for projects such as the one 
in the district of the gentleman from 
Oregon. . 

Mr. JENSEN. I might say the gen
tleman also showed his conservatism 
when he opposed the concession plan 
for the Statue of Liberty. He said that 
the Government was not getting a fair 
proportion of the money that was derived 
from that concession so he has shown 
how he stands on economy. 

Mr. ROONEY. The gentleman knows 
that I showed in the case of the Statue 
of Liberty, where the little fellow could 
go in and buy some soda pop and a hot 
dog,- that the revenues to the Federal 
Treasury were about 100 times more than 
they were out at Yosemite Park in Cali
fornia, where the concessionaire was ap
pointed by Secretary of the Interior Ray 
Lyman Wilbur, where they do $3,000,000 
worth of business a year and Uncle Sam's 
Treasury gets the huge sum of $5,000 for 
the privilege of using the entire park 
and any number of structures and the use 
of Uncle Sam's roads and police and 
water and garbage-removal service and 
everything else. Uncle Sam gets $5,000 
for that nice concession. The gentle
man from Iowa well knows I am the one 
who brought that to the attention of this 
committee and this House. 

Mr. JENSEN. Absolutely. 
Mr. ROONEY. What has the gentle

man from Iowa done about it up to date? 
Mr. JENSEN. I give the gentleman 

credit and I want the House to know 
that the Republicans on the committee 
went right down the line with him. He 

• was absolutely right, but the fact still re
mains, they renewed all of those conces
sion contracts. It was not this commit
tee that did it. It was the Interior De
partment that renewed them, just about 
as they were before. So I am sorry that 
all the work he did came to almost 
nought because of the fact that the boys 
downtown just said, "No, we cannot do 
this." 

Mr. ROONEY. I would like the gen
tleman from Oregon to continue with 
the tale of the "big, bad wolf." 

Mr. STOCKMAN. I will say to the 
gentleman from Iowa [Mr. JENSEN] in 
answer to his nicely worded statement, 
I am not an analyst of politics in any de
gree. I am probably unable to surmise 
the political aspect of the various Dem
ocratic and Republican maneuvers, if 
there were any such. 

But to proceed, the gentleman from 
New York [Mr. RooNEY] referred to the 
majority report of the committee. That 
is, the foundation of the report. I be
lieve you will all agree with me that that 
is not exactly what one would term a 
bona fide majority report as is usually 
accepted by the House. 

Mr. ROCNEY. I dislike to interrupt 
my good friend, but I will give him such 
time as has been taken in the colloquy 

between the gentleman from Iowa and 
myself. Is it not a fact that the three 
members of the minority, serving on the 
subcommittee, voted for a greater 
amount than the amounts allowed by 
the majority of this committee, in con
nection with the reclamation projects? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STOCKMAN; I yield to my dis-
tinguished chairman. · 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. On last Mon
day the Appropriations Committee, 
composed of 43 members, approved the 
committee report. It is the majority re-· 
port of the entire Appropriations Com
mittee. The gentleman did not object 
in the committee meeting to any part, 
any word, any phrase, or any figure in 
the report. It is the committee report. 

Mr. ROONEY. What is the sense in 
wasting time? It is just like maJking 
up the bill. _ 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. May I continue 
without being interrupted? The for.ce of _ 
the gentleman's statement is that this is 
a subcommittee report. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. STOCKMAN] 
has again expired. 

. Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman five additional minutes. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Will the gentle
man yield further? 

Mr. STOCKMAN. I yield. 
Mr. JONES of Ohio. As a matter of 

fact, this Appropriations Committee con
sisting of 43 members approved this re
port before it was made public. There 
cannot be any question but what it is the 
majority report of the Committee on 
Appropriations. I do not see what there 
is to argue, belaboring the point as to 
how the votes were cast in the subcom
mittee, because if the gentleman had any 
complaint to make, he should have raised 
it in the committee on last Monday. If 
the gentleman from New York feels 
wronged, he is in the same position I 
was for 6 years on the committee when 
I was a member of the minority. I was 
a part of the 17 and he was a part of 
the 25 that rolled this up year -after year 
and broke the economy of Uncle Sam. 

Mr. ROONEY. Will the gentleman 
yield further? 

Mr. STOCKMAN. I yield. 
Mr. ROONEY. I would like to inquire 

of the gentleman from Ohio whether or 
not any member of the majority in the 
full Committee on Appropriations offered 
any amendment to increase any amount 
in this bill as reported by the majority of 
the subcommittee? 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. In the executive 
session of the committee the majority 
voted the bill out. The report filed was 
by authority of the Appropriations Com
mittee. What happened in the commit
tee is of no importanc.e, except that the 
majority voted it out. 

Mr. ROONEY. I absolutely agree with 
the gentleiD;an. 

Mr. RAYBURN. Will the gentleman 
yield to me? 

Mr. STOCKMAN. I yield, gladly. 
Mr. RAYBURN. I VJill agree with the 

gentleman if he will use the remainder 
of his time. I would like to hear him. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. 1 thank the gentle
man from Texas. 

Now, a belated answer to my distin
guished colleague from New York in the 
matter of the vote in the subcommittee. 
I want to keep the record straight. Let 
me say here and now-and if I am wrong 
I desire correction-at no time was a 
vote taken in the subcommittee. But, 
you say, this is the majority report of the 
subcommittee. I just merely want to 
have the facts as they appear to me firmly 
established in the record. 

Now, to proceed, this committee in its 
wisdom allowed $62,000,000 for the recla
mation fund. The amount originally 
proposed by the Bureau was $260,000,000. 
This is a cut of $198,000,000, slightly more 
than a token cut, if I may be allowed to 
make the observation. 

Mr. Chairman, there are two kinds of 
appropriations in my humble judgment: 
One is what may be termed "pork-barrel" 
legislation, that is money that is perilaps 
in most cases wisely expended and so 
spent for the benefit, use, and advance
ment of most of the people in the United 
States of America: It has, however, a 
feature and that is that that sort of 
money is not reimbursable. The other 

. type of appropriation ·is what may be 
termed "for capital investment" and it is 
entirely reimbursable to the Treasury .of 
the United States whether it be in the 
reclamation fund or the general fund, 
and it is under that heading that the 
amount of money appropriated for pro
posed reclamation projects come. 

That makes a vast difference. This 
money is only being loaned to the people 
interested in these irrigation projects; 
and, in passing, let me say that the set
tlers on these projects are not merely 
cit izens of the 17 Western States, they 
are citizens of every State in the Union. 
It directly benefits all of us. 

A question has arisen as to whether 
money appropriated from the general 
fund and for the construction of reclama
tion projects is proper or not. It has been 
decided in one way that it is not proper. 
I think there is merit to the fact that 
the money from the general fund of the 
United . States Treasury which is used 
for reclamation projects does not come 
back to the general fund. Instead, that 
money is repaid and, I mf..y say, with 3 
percent interest to the reclamation fund. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Oregon has expired. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
10 additional minutes to the gentleman 
from Oregon. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. I think that pro
posal to make repayments to the gen
eral fund has merit. I believe, however, 
it is folly and short-sighted economy at 
this time to cut off all the reclamation 
projects there are in progress of con
struction and limit them to money that 
is available in the reclamation fund. 
In so doing I want to subscribe to the 
theory of the gentleman from Ohio, that 
money appropriated from that fund 
when it comes back should be credited 
to the fund and the people of the United 
States, who furnish the money for that 
fund, should be reimbursed. But in my 
opinion, Mr. Chairman, it is not the 
right way to do it, to cut off our nose in 
order to be able to get even a just pro
posal before the American people. That 
may be one way to do it. There is a dif- . 
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ference of opinion, and there is no one 
who is a greater admirer of the chair
man who has proposed that proposition 
than I am, but I think this is a pretty 
rough method in order to enforce that 
demand. 

In the reclamation section of the bill 
the committee-and I say in its wisdom
saw fit to cut the salaries and expenses 
budget from an amount which was based 
on the Bureau of the Budget request of 
$4,800,000 to $3,000,000. Maybe that ~s 
too much; maybe it is not. I yield to no 
man when I say I am first and foremost 
a champion of economy and especially 
of Government funds. I believe that the 
figures will justify my statement that 
there are some personp.el in the Bureau 
of Reclamation that could properly be 
dispensed with. The Bureau of Recla
mation is somewhat in the same situa
tion as Topsy, it has just growed, to 
use the vernacular, and I think there 
may be some cut made in that connec
tion, but if it will eliminate the key men, 
the top men, the brains of a great mil
lion-dollar organization, then, Mr. 
Chairman, it is poor and false economy 
to cut the amount to the amount which 
we did cut it. 

Mr. CARROLL. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STOCKMAN. I yield to the gen
tleman from Colorado. 

Mr. CARROLL. I appreciate that the 
gentleman is the first speaker who has 
mentioned this vital point. In addition 
to the fund the gentl~man has men
tioned, the cut in appropriations, in that 
same ·section they have placed a specific 
limitation of $6,500,000 that will reduce 
the number of engineers by 1 ,300, de
stroying the whole engineering struc
ture, design and construction program 
for this great project and in 1,552 pages 
there is not one scintilla of testimony or 
evidence justifying this cut. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. I thank the gentle
man for his very valuable contribution. 

I would like to call attention to another 
matter which I intend to follow up fur
-ther tomorrow. That is the matter of 
general investigations. The Budget Bu
reau saw fit to allow $5,000.000 for this 
item. I submit to you that the Bureau 
of the Budget is not giving away money 
and when it allowed $5,000,000 for this 
1mportant work it scrutinized the item 
very closely. The committee saw fit to 
allow $125,000 in place of $5,000,000. 

The work of the general investigation 
department is to see beforehand just 
what the possibilities are of a proposed 
reclamation project, find out what type 
of soil is there, whether or not it is sus
ceptible to irrigation, whether or not it 
is practical for irrigation; and the sav
ing of four or five million dollars in that 
item could very well in the future lead to 
the ill-advised use of many, many, many 
millions of dollars. That is one item 
which could well receive the close scruti
ny of this House and probably be raised 
to a modest amount which wil1 allow the 
Bureau to keep on its staff men who have 
been trained by lifelong experience in the 
work of finding out what can or what 
cannot be irrigated. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. Mr. Chairman, 
will the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STOCKMAN. I yield to the gen
tleman from Colorado. 

Mr. CHENOWETH. Can the gentle
man give us any idea of the amount that 
was spent for investigations during the 
past year by the Bureau of Reclamation? 
Does the gentleman have those figures~ 

Mr. STOCKMAN. No; I do not have 
the exact amount but I would think it. 
would be close to the budget figure . 

Mr. CHENOWETH. I have been ad
vised that there is a large sum being car
ried over. I do not know· whether it is 
enough to take care of the requirements 
or not, but I wonder if the gentleman has 
the figures. I am interested in what the 
gentleman is saying and I intend to sup
port his amendment raising the amount 
to whatever he thinks is fair and reason
able. I think we ought to check these 
projects and find out those that are feas
ible; in other words, get all the informa
tion we can. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. STOCKMAN. I yield to the gen
tleman from Arizona. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Do I understand the 
gentleman proposes to offer · an amend
ment to increase the amount for these 
general investigations by the Bureau of 
Reclamation? 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Yes. 
Mr. MURDOCK. I shall support that 

amendment too. 
Mr. STOCKMAN. I appreciate the 

gentleman's support. 
Mr. MURDOCK. When I said earlier 

today that this bill really sterilizes the 
action of the Bureau of Reclamation, I 
had in mind just this kind of cut, tak
ing away the seed corn from our great 
western irrigation farmers of the future. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. That is correct. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 

Chairman, will the gentleman yield? 
Mr. STOCKMAN. I yield to the gen-

tleman from California. · 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. In ad

dition to finding out whether the land is 
susceptible to irrigation, they have to 
investigate the stream flow and the dam 
sites, which takes a great deal of prelim
inary work. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Yes; and that sort 
· of work requires trained men, engineers 
who have followed that sort of work for 
years. It is a highly specialized profes
sion. You cannot just pick those men 
up off the curbstone to do a job like that 
because if you do it will cost a great many 
millions of dollars if they are entrusted 
with that important work. 

Members of the House, I have gone 
along, I think, with fairly good grace on 
most of this bill. I do believe that the 
Department of the Interior has many 
men who could be economically dispensed 
with . I do feel that they spend some 
money in disseminating information to 
the people that the people probably do 
not want. I was very happy to go along 
with those cuts, but when it comes to our 
investing the money of this Nation in a 
capital investment, in other words, are
imbursable investment that will be paid 
back with interest, and which is pro
ducing capital that makes for the pros
perity of the entire United States, we 
should look at it in a different light. 

This is a Nation-wide proposition. It 
is not sectional. It is not confined to 
the 17 Western States. It is confined, 
gentlemen, to the 48 States, and it is a 
matter which is dedicated to the 140,-
000,000 people of this country, to which 
they are all eligibit, and which you will 
find on these projects, coming from every 
section of these United States. It is our 
last greatest natural resource to be de
veloped. 

It has been said here on the floor today 
that our Mesabi iron range is only good 
for another 12 years, that our oil resources 
are only known to be good for another 
20 years, that our timber is fast being 
depleted, that our fields are beb:ig mined 
of what was once thought to be an in
exhaustible resource. Our food produc
tion in this country is likely, in the next 
10 or 15 years, to be the exact reverse 
of what it is today. Today we are living 
in the land of plenty. Fifteen years from 
today, which is the tomorrow of today, 
it can and will very likely be an entirely 
different problem that will face us. It 
takes time to get these projects ready, and 
within the next 15 years we must not 
have it said that we failed in our duty 
here today to advance money for reim
bursable projects which have all the 
worth-while values that anyone who an
alyzes the situation any way at all can
not help but say is feasible. 

Mr. HARDY. Mr. Chairman, will the 
gentleman yield? 

Mr. STOCKMAN. I yield to the gen
tleman from Virginia. 

Mr. HARDY. Does the gentleman 
think that we need at the present time 
to exploit these natural resources? Does 
our agricultural production indicate that 
we need to bring these additional lands 
into production through irrigation? 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Yes; in my opin
ion it does. 

Mr. HARDY. Does the gentleman 
not believe that to further increase ir
rigated areas at this time would dis
place present agricultural production in 
other sections of the Nation? 

Mr. STOCKMAN. No. 
Mr . . HARDY. Does the gentleman 

not uelieve that the opening up of irri
gation projects in recent years has 
caused· a transfer of agricultural produc
tion to be concentrated in certain spe
cific irrigated areas? 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Yes. 
Mr. HARDY. Does the gentleman 

think that will continue? 
Mr. STOCKMAN. Yes. I hope it 

continues. · 
Mr. HARDY. Then, would the gen

tleman be in favor of consolidating the 
production of certain specified crops in 
an area where a hazard of some water 
condition might completely wipe out 
that production? 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Oregon has again ex
pired. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield the gentleman one additional 
minute. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Let me place my 
thoughts before the House and not ac
cept the gentleman's viewpoint to that 
extent. 

Mr. HARDY. I am asking the gentle
man for some answers. 
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Mr. STOCKMAN. I am not at all in 

favor of concentrating agricultural prod
uce in any area, but that is a matter. 
that is going to come whether we like it 
or not. All one has to do is to take a 
short automobile trip in either Maryland 
or Virginia and see the erosion of the 
soil in that territory, and I think it is 
indicative of the eastern seaboard; that 
it has been mined to the point of exhaus
tion, and the corn crop that you see grow
ing there is mighty scant, being as chari
table as I can about it, and it seems to 
me like bluegrass is one of the main 
crops. 

Gentlemen, as sure as I stand here in 
the well of this House today, that within 
the next 15 years, if we do not open up 
the available irrigable acreage in the 
West, the ones that are the most pro
ductive acres of any country in the world, 
this country will face a food famine. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to 
the gentleman from Montana [Mr. 
D'EWART]. 

Mr. D'EWART. Mr. Chairman, I am 
deeply concerned over the failure of this 
bill to provide adequate funds for the 
education of Indian children, and for the 
maintenance of Indian hospitals. These 
are, I believe, two services which the 
Government should perform for the In
dians to the best of its ability. That 
cannot be done on the amounts recom
mended in the Interior Department Ap
propriation bill. 

One of the increases denied is the sum 
of $155,000 to meet the added costs of 
contracts between the Federal Govern
ment and local school districts for the 
education of Indian children. In my 
State and in several others where Indian 
children attend the public school, it has 
been the practice of the Congress to per
mit a Federal contribution on behalf of 
these children. This is necessary be
cause most of the Indians live on non
taxable land, while the school districts 
depend on local property taxation for 
funds to operate the schools. Costs in 
these schools have been rising steadily. 
In Montana we esttmate they have in
creased from 20 to 25 percent. Mean
while the contribution of the Federal 
Government has not increased, and it is 
not paying its fair share of the expense 
of educating the Indian children. Where 
the Federal contribution fails to increase 
with rising costs, the school districts will 
be forced to curtail their school terms, 
increase the ratio of pupil to teacher, or 
even close their doors, with consequent 
serious effects on both the Indian and 
white children of the districts. 

The Federal contribution for this pur
pose in all States has been about $600,-
000. This year the Bureau asked an in
crease of $155,000 so that the Govern
ment's contribution would be increased 
in proportion to risin~ costs. This in
crease has been denied, and instead all 
funds for education have been cut about 
$2,000,000. 

As an example of the effect this will 
have in my district, I would like to ex
plain the situation in the Brockton, 
Mont., public school. In this school 71 
children out of a total enrollment of 105 
are Indians. Most of their parents live 
on nontaxable land. The land of the 

white people in the district, the parents 
of the 34 white children, certainly can
not be expected to bear the cost of the 
entire school district. If · the Federal 
Government does not pay its share of the 
expenses, the district will have to cut 
its services for both whites and Indians. 
This ::.. ·+-uation is repeated throughout my 
State, and it is serious. 

The Federal Government has an obli
gation to perform in this matter, and I 
believe it"must accept that responsibility. 
When the Federal Government made 
wards of the Indians it also assumed the 
responsibility for their welfare, and that 
includes adequate educational facilities. 
The Indian Bureau has been criticized 
repeatedly for not advancing the Indians 
so thr..t they can take their places in our 
society as full citizens. It cannot ad
vance the Indians if it is not allowed 
funds for their education. Education of 
the children is the very basis of all our 
hopes that· the Indians may someday be
come free and independent citizens, a 
goal toward which we all should strive. 

This applies also to hospital facilities 
for Indians. The costs of operating 
these hospitals has increased greatly. 
Even now we have in committee, defi
ciency appropriation requests which are 
absolutely necessary to maintain our 
Indian hospitals for the remainder of the 
current fiscal year. We are morally obli
gated to maintain these hospitals. 
Everyone knows that the costs of running 
such institutions have increased. Yet 
the committee has refused the $766,430 
increase requested for the coming fiscal 
year. In view of the fact that we are 
going to have to furnish additional funds 
within a few days to keep these hospitals 
from closing May 1, it seems to me a 
short-sighted policy to-attempt to hold 
the hospitals for another year under what 
has been proved to be an inadequate 
amount. 

Adequate provisions for hospitals and 
schools are obligations we have assumed 
for our Indian citizens, and I hope that 
the House will see fit to restore the 
amounts cut in the committee report. 

Mr. BARRETT. Mr. Chairman, I ask 
unanimous consent to revise and extend 
the remarks I have made · at various 
points in the debate this afternoon. 

The CHAmMAN. Is there objection 
to the request of the gentleman from 
Wyoming? 

There was no objection. 
Mr .. KIRWAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

such time as he may desire to the gentle
man from California [Mr. ENGLE]. 

Mr. ENGLE of California. Mr. Chair
man, I have long ·been interested in the 
work of the Geological Survey in the 
fields of mineral and water resources, 
topographic mapping, and the super
vision of mineral production from public 
lands. Consequently, I am concerned 
over the action of the Appropriations 
Committee in regard to the activities of 
the Geological Survey and believe that 
the House should realize some of the re
sults of that action if the committee's 

· recommendations are included in the 
Interior bill when it is finally passed. 

We all realize that the strictest econ
omy should be practiced in Government 
operations, but care should be exercised 
to insure that we insist on true, and not 

false, economy. Large sums were waste
fully expended during the war in obtain
ing information in a desperate hurry be
cause earlier investigations had not been 
sufficiently extensive. Such a situation 
should not be allowed to occur again. 

I note that the ground-water investi
gations of the Geological Survey have 
been eliminated entirely. These are im
portant studies and have been in prog
ress for more than half a century. Their 
worth has been proved and the well-being 
of the Nation demands that they be con
tinued. The ground-water studies of the 
Geological Survey are supported by such 
organizations as the American Water 
Works Association and the United States 
Chamber of Commerce; The use of 
ground water today is nearly double that 
in 1938 and irrigation interests, indus
tries, States, and municipalities have 
come to look to the water facts deter
mined and made available by the Survey 
as a necessity in planning development 
and growth. 

The committee recommends that funds 
for land classification be reduced ap
proximately 50 percent below the 1947 
level and for mineral leasing work about 
30 percent below this year's level. The 
committee apparently overlooked provi
sion for work on Indian land leases. The 
value of minerals produced from the 
public and Indian lands has increased 
from $93,000,000 in 1938 to $183,000,000 
in 1946. The Geological Survey is re
sponsible by law for the classification 
of the public land as to its mineral char
acter and for the supervision of mineral 
leases on the public land. If the com
mittee's recommendations regarding 
these activities become law, the Survey 
will have to attempt to handle nearly 
twice the work load with a staff equiva-
lent to that of 1938. · 

The committee recommends that topo
graphic mapping by the Geological Sur
vey be supported by only about one-third 
the amount approved by the Bureau of 
the Budget. Few will doubt the vital im
portance of adequate maps in the con
servation and use of natural resources;. 
in the location and production of min
erals; for the planning and construction 
of highways, railroads, and airfields; for 
the protection of the public health; for 
planning industrial expansion; and for 
many oth~r purposes. The amount rec-. 
ommended by the committee for topo
graphic mapping would permit only a 
small fraction of the most urgently 
needed mapping to be done. The map
ping possible with the funds recom
mended by the committee would not even 
satisfy the minimum needs of the War 
Department alone, if no mapping were 
undertaken for other purposes. This 
seems like poor economy indeed. 

In spite of the facts that new mineral 
deposits are discovered with increasing 
difficultY. that our resources .r1f many 
minerals have been seriously depleted, 
and that others are being mined at a 
rate far exceeding the development of 
new resources. the committee recom
mends for 1948 geologic surveys on a 
scale about 15 percent below those car
ried on in 1947. Geologic su:rveys pro
vide the best, in fact the only, systematic 
guide to the discovery and appraisal of 
additional mineral resources. The G2o-
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logical Survey has worked out carefully 
a long-range plan of geologic studies de
signed to keep the United States, so far 
as is possible, in the enviable position in 
regard to mineral resources that the 
Nation has traditionally occupied, a posi
tion that all-out war use has already 
jeopardized. Experience has shown that 
Federal geologic surveyc return'their cost 
to the taxpayer severalfold and immeas
urably increase the country's security 
through increased mineral resources. 

It seems to me that other anomalies 
appear in the action of the Appropria
tion Committee in regard to the Geo
logical Survey. With all the drastic cuts 
recommended for technical operations, 
the committee has approved an over-all 
survey budget of a little more than $9,-
000,000. This is a little more than three 
times the total amount appropriated for 
survey work 10 years ago. Correspond
ing increases, however, have not been 
recommended for administration and 
some servicing operations. For example, 
the amount recommended for the Di
rector's salary roll provides for the same 
number of people in that official's office 
as was necessary in 1938. Topographic 
mapping is to be carried on at a rate 
about five times that in 1938, but the 
committee recommends provision for no 
increased production by the Division of 
Map Reproduction which performs the 
final steps necessary in making maps 
available to the public. 

The committee recommends language 
prohibiting the transfer to other agencies 
of funds appropriated to the Bureau of 
Reclamation. This language would deny 
to the Bureau of Reclamation the spe_
cialized services of the Geological Sur
vey in the formulation of sound plans. 
The bureau depends largely on the sur
vey for essential facts related to both 
surface and ground water, for river sur
veys, for topographic maps, and for basic 
geologic information. All these activi
ties would have to be abandoned by the 
survey except those that could be 
financed with funds appropriated to the 
Geological Survey, which fundi;) as I have 
indicated are recommended in amounts 
far too small to even approximate the 
investigations that should be carried on. 

Mr. KIRWAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
10 minutes to the gentleman from Ten
nessee [Mr. GORE]. 

Mr. GORE. Mr. Chairman, this is the 
third of the regular appropriation bills 
to come before the Congress. Compared 
with the amounts involved in the two 
previous bills, the sums appropriated 
herein are almost inconsequential. In
deed, we appropriate by the bill before 
us only about 1 percent of the amount the 
three bills will appropriate, yet the 
actual reductions, the actual cut-backs 
in this bill are several million dollars 
more than in the two previous bills taken 
together, the sum of which is ninety
some-odd times larger than that in this 
bill. One would think that the promised 
$6,000,000,000 reduction in expenditures 
was to be accomplished by castrating the 
program for development of our natural 
resources, particularly by the emascula
tion of our great reclamation projects of 
the West. This, however, could not be 
because the total budget request was less 
than three hundred million. 

I disagree with well-nigh every change 
that the committee has made in this bill. 
My disagreement does not arise out of 
any desire to be profligate or prodigal 
with public funds. It rather grows out 
of a feeling and conviction that here is 
the real false economy about which the 
President warned us not long ago. 

Let me cite you, as one example of 
false economy, the complete elimination 
of the Power Division in the Department 
of the Interior. You will find in the first 
paragraph of the bill, after the enacting 
clause, the proviso that "no part of this 
appropriation shall be used for a Power 
Division under the Office of the Secre
tary. One must recognize the respon
sibility placed upon the Department 
of the Interior with respect to power to 
realize the really false character of this 
economy. 

By the Flood Control Act of 1945 the 
Congress placed sole authority for the 
marketing of power from flood control 
hydroelectric dams constructed by the 

· Corps of Engineers in the Department of 
the Interior. 

I hold in my hand a list of dams now 
under construction and now nearing 
completion; some of these will come into 
production of power within the next fis
cal year. Others are under construc
tion, but I would like to read this list: 

Center Hill, Altoona , Dale Hall, Clark Hill, 
Wolf Creek, and Bugs Island. 

At current power prices, the output of 
those dams will bring revenues to the 
Government in a sum, I am informed, ex
ceeding $3,000,000 a year. 

The committee recommends denial of 
any funds whatsoever for a division 
within the Department which exercises 
this responsibility placed upon it by law. 
I say that is very false economy. The 
estimates of the amount required for 
this particular division is quite small, 
too. 

You remember, Mr. Chairman, what 
happened with the Wilson Dam after the 
other war. For yeam the dam stood 
idle. The water and energy was wasted 
and no return was produced on the Gov
ernment's investment except that meager 
little amount that the power company 
would pay for the power at the bus bar. 
Are we creating here six more Muscle 
Shoals? Is that economy? 

Moreover, Mr. Chairman, in addition 
to these marketing of power responsibil
ities, the Secretary of the Interior has 
supervision over the largest power pro
gram · in the world, taken as a whole. 
Nevertheless, the Secretary may have no 
experts at hand to supervise and review 
rate determinations, or cost allocations, 
or operating practices, or contracts in
volving the more than $30,000,000 of rev
enue which is annually received from 
power operations. This division was 
abolished entirely despite its great re
sponsibilities and although the amount 
of money involved in an was probably no 
more than the salary of the president of 
a big privately owned utility. 

Is this economy? God save us from 
such shortsightedness. 

I find myself in disagreement with the 
political philosophy and the fear for the 
future of America that I think is in
herent in the provisions of this bill. I 

hasten to add that that disagreement in 
no way is based on any question of per
sonality. 

I have never worked with a committee 
among whose members there was more 
compatibility and genuine regard and 
real affection for every member. I pay 
tribute to every member. It is a great 
thing that in this grand government of 
Jmerty, in this country where freemen 
govern themselves by working their ma
jority will, where citizens, Members of 
Congress, and great national political 
parties, can disagree and resolve their 
disagreement by majority action. 

I was quite interested to hear the in
ner workings of the subcommittee re
vealed. My distinguished, able, and fine 
friend the gentleman from Oregon [Mr. 
STOCKMAN] says this is not a majority re
port. Well, if it is not a majority report, 
it must be a minority report. But. I 
hasfen to disclaim that it is a Democratic 
report or a Democratic bill. Historically, 
the Democratic ?arty has stood for pro
gressive development of our natural re
sources and development of ·the West. 
The gentleman indicates that a majority 
of the subcommittee opposed these un
economic, unsound curtailments of these 
beneficial projects. · Since he has said so, 
I will not disagree with him in any re
spect. Certainly, no member of the mi
nority party of the subcommittee favors 
this kind of bill. 

So if it is not a majority report and bill, 
and if it is not a minority report and bill, 
in the sense that it is a Democratic bill 
and report, just how can we classify this 
monstrosity? I suppose we will have to 
call it what it really is, "The bill of the 
Republican leadership." One cannot es
cape the conclusion that Western Re
publicans, to say the least of it, do not 
control the policies of their party. 
Through the workings of our two-party 
system, the people have a choice, and, 
practically speaking, it is about their 
only effective means of expressing 
their choice upon issues and political 
philosophies national in scope. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. GoRE] 
has expired. 

Mr. KIRWAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
the gentleman five additional minutes. 

Mr. GORE. I was not only disap
pointed in the outcome of the election last 
November but I was disappointed that the 
people were not given the clear-cut choice 
between policies and programs of the 
two parties which the distinguished 
gentleman from Massachusetts, now the 
beloved Speaker of this body, promised 
them as the minority leader, before elec
tion. True, some promises were made, 
but they were rather general in char
acter. But apparently the majority of 
the American people, including, may I 
regretfully say, some Democrats, thought 
perhaps it would not be a bad idea to let 
the Republicans have control of the 
Government for awhile. There are in
dications that many, many such people 
have already had enough, and are only 
awaiting the opportunity to correct their 
mistake. 

But despite the many mistakes and 
costly bungling of public affairs, one 
thing stands out, the two-party system is 
now working to the extent that by next 
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year the cotintry will for once have that 
"clear-cut choice.'' The people are now 
having a. !ook at the Republican program. 

My ciD;tinguished friend, the chairman 
of the subcommittee. says that this bill 
is brought in in response to campaign 
promises. I have looked over the cam
paign promises and platforms and I have 
not found one word indicating that the 
Republicans promised to cut Central Val
ley 66 percent. I have not found a sin
gle word. about destroying the Columbia 
River Basin project. I did not find a 
single promise that the people were to 
be denied transmission lines from the 
Bonneville Power project. the Southwest 
Power project, necessary to make cheap 
electricity available to the people. I just 
wonder where those promises were made. 
They do not seem to be a matter of 
record. 

Now, with respect to these transmis
sion lines. I want to say just a word. You 
will find a statement in the report that 
the committee believes that the con
sumers should erect their own substa
tions. Let us look at that a minute. 
Here is a very high tension power line 
leading from !J. generator in a public 
power dam. The high tension power 
must be stepped down in order to be in 
usable form. So this committee says to 
the Rural Electrification Cooperatives 
out in the West. they say t() the munici
palities out there, the small towns, cities, 
and villages who own their own munici
pal utility systems. "You build your own 
substations." What does a substation 
cost? You could not hope to build a sub
station to tap one of these high Bonne
ville power lines for lesr than around a 
million dollars. How do you expect a 
small rural electrification cooperative, 
largely composed of farmers who con
tribute their mites every month, to build 
a million-dilllar substation? That is like 
holding breaci before a hungry child, 
but holding it beyond his reach. 

.Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, wiH the gentleman yield? 

Mr. GORE. I yield. 
Mr. JOHNSON of California. That 

means that private monopolies will make 
profits by the expenditure of public funds 
in the generation of electricity. 

Mr. GORE. I would like to ask the 
gentleman a question. I have a very 
high regard for him. and I know how 
sincerely he feels about this. Who in the 
West other than the private power com
panies could a1ford to build a million
dollar substation? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. No one. 
That is the point I am making. The 
only thing left is for us to turn it over 
to the private utilities who already 
monopolize the whole valley. 

Mr. GORE. Then will the gentleman 
join me in amendments tomorrow to 
strike such provisions from the bill? 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Yes. 
The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 

gentleman from Tennessee has again 
expired. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman. 
I yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Oregon [Mr. SToCK
MAN]. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
have asked for these few minutes to 
present an eyewitness account-a kind 

of report highly prized by the press, but 
to which no particular value seems to 
attach here in the Congress. At least, 
that is often m y impression, ana I think 
it is a mistake. The Appropriations 
Committee, of which I am a member, has 
recently taken action regarding the Cen
tral Valley project of California. and that 
bill, containing an approi)riation for the 
project. is soon to be followed by other 
legislation relating to different aspects of 
this vast undertaking. When early this 
month I had occasion to be in California 
and see the project for myself, talking 
with the people on the spot, it came to me 
that I had been acting on the basis of 
what was really a very vague conception 
of this large operation. and that most of 
my colleagues doubtless shared the dim
ness of my vision. Insofar as I can, I 
would today correct this situation. 1 
make no recommendations. Simply, for 
the reference of the Members of the 
House, I am reporting what I saw a.nd 
heard and learned at first band. 

I went there as an out-of-stater who. 
had done more than the usual citizen's 
share of listening to the superlatives of 
the California story. I had heard the 
statistical arguments regarding the rela
tive urgency of completing the great 
Central Valley project-arguments which 
reduce miles upon miles of fertile farm
land to a figure 1 inch long and which 
·translate the realities of human life into 
the tricky words of a fiscal debate. But 
without having seen for yourself an un
completed canal-the water at one end 
and the dry land waiting, extending out 
from the unfinished end-you do not 
know really what a broken promise looks 
like. Those are 'emotional words-
"broken promise"-and we do not, sit
ting here, approve of emotional words. 
But all the time that water is standing 
there behind its dam and the canal is 
taking off and then abruptly stopping, 
and all the time the land is lying there 
waiting-the land and the farmers . 

Well, when you have been there and 
seen it and talked with the people, about 
all you can come back and tell anybody 
is that the words are not good enough
my words or anybody else's-because you 
have really got to see it for yourself. 
But the experience is so compelling that 
then you have got to contradict yourself 
and try to tell about it. I am going to 
do that. brietly, because I wish that this 
body might be able to see beyond and 
behind the arguments. the words. when 
this California project comes up for dis
cussion here. 

It is not difficult to see the Central 
Valley or to see and understand the 
meaning of the Central Valley project. 
Its meaning is as clear as those before
and -after photographs which show plain 
women becoming beautiful. Whether 
you fly over it in a plane or drive across 
it in a car or walk ever the fields-! did 
all of these--this is an open-and-shut 
case of liability becoming asset, and the 
process which brings this about is as 
clearly to be seen as the result. You go 
along for 150 miles-and that takes a 
long time, even in a plane--looking at 
dry land with not much ou it. You do 
not have to close your eyes and imagine 
what it would look like with a water sup
ply because always, interspersed with the 

arid lands. are lucky lands where water 
is available. Often the green. wateree 
stretch expands and almost fills the 
breadth of the valley, but always, again, 
w!thin sight. is a stretch of the unlucky 
land, stricken with dryness. Then you 
hear how the irrigated acres are losing 
their water supply-how it is dropping 
out of reac:2 in to the g1·ound. They tell 
you about the wells that used to pump 
at 20 to 30 feet. down now to 10 times 
that depth. or even as low as 450 feet. 
That is expensive pumping, but what is 
worse is that that is near the bottom. 
There Jc; a bottom to that underground 
water. They know it, those Central Val
ley farmers, and they also know they 
have just about reached it. You can go 
over on the west side and see the scraggly 
crdps that are irecoming more common 
because there the wells have begun to 
bring up salt water. and again you do 
not hav~ to close your eyes to see what 
these cultivated areas will look like when 
their water is entirely gone because right 
alongside is the tiesert. That is the way 
it will iook. Sometimes-and I Know it 
is not easy to believe this if you have not 
seen it for yourself-the ~wo kinds of 
land lie just on opposite side of the high
way. To your left. as you drive along, 
lush, prosperous fields; to your right, the 
desert. Before and after. But which is 
before? Which is after? Is the desert 
on your right hand the way the fields 
will look after the water is gone and no 
more has come to replenish it or is the 
desert an exhibit of the "before," which 
makes the scene on the left a promise of 
what can be? 

It was a p1·omise, and it was the Con
gress that p1·omised it. The Congress 
set up the Central Valley project as a 
Federal reclamation project to secure the 
water supply of lands already watered, 
and to bring water to lands that have 
been dry since the time of man. The 
outlines of the promise are spelled out 
there across the land in white concrete, 
and you cannot miss them. The San 
Joaquin River is backed up behind the 
long, low span of Friant Dam. a half 
million acre-feet of wat€r. and taking 
off from the pool at each side are the 
curving lines of the two canals--37 -mile 
Madera to the north; 160-mile Friant
Kern to the south. Downstream, you see 
the natural Mendota pool, where the 
Jong Delta-Mendota Canal will terminate 
which is to bring water from the north 
to replenish the San Joaquin River sup
ply. · You see where that canal has to go, 
along the foothills lining the valley, but 
you do not see the canal itself-no trace 
of it until you are 100 miles farther nor~ 
near its take-off in the delta behind San 
Francisco Bay. There you see the raw 
soil of new excavation and a few miles 
of concrete lining. You go on north. fol
lowing the SaCl'amento over 200 miles, 
and finally you ·reach the source of the 
project's promise-Shasta Lake backed 
up behind the great ru·ch of Shasta Dam. 
Here. four and a half million acre-feet. 
This is the water that will tlow down to 
the delta to be lifted into the foothills and 
then .flow by gravity down to Mendota 
so that the San Joaquin can be dammed 
at Friant and feed its two canals. This 
water is waiting, too. And almost 500 
miles to the south oi you as you stand 
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there at Shasta, the dry land of the San 
Joaquin Valley waits. 

My tour of the Central Valley began at 
Los Angeles and it ended there. On my 
return south, I looked at the farms and 
I talked with the people. I saw ranches 
that extended for miles, grcwing vegeta
bles and fruit. And right next to these 
big operations, growing the same crops 
on the same soil, I saw small farms, their 
fields clustered about the farmhouse in 
the pattern familiar to most of agricul
tural America. On both kinds of farm 
the water-story is the same-the deep
ening pump-lift is costly, but high mar
ket prices still give a profit. If a dry year 
strikes, a lot of farmers will be hurt, may
be wiped out; and in any case the pump
ing's getting more expensive every year. 
I asked the same question any of my col
leagues here would be prompted to ask: 
Why is the water table sinking so much 
more rapidly', when you have not been 
having dry years? The answer I got in 
each case was the same, and it was ·as
tonishing. I was always answered with 

. an account of more intensive cultivation 
·of lands which already had wells; or the 
sinking of new wells on already cultivated 
land; or, finally, of entirely new lands 
being brought into cultivation. And I 
reacted as probably any of you would re
act: I said, this expansion seemed very 
unwise in the face of a threatened water 
shortage. Privately I thought: These 
fellows are operatfng on a dog-eat-dog 
basis, making as much as they can while 
prices are h igh and while there is still a 
little water left. They are not making 
any effort to conserve their water sup
ply, I thought. 

But then I heard the rest of the story. 
This large expansion of California agri
cultl,lral production on the brink of dis
aster was that State's calculated risk in 
the war effort; California was called upon 
to produce as much as she could; and 
she proved that she could produce more 
than that-by overextending hrr water 
lines. Almost 100,000 acres went under 
cultivation in the Central Valley Basin 
between 1940 and 1945 in a California 
that badly needed the Central Valley 
project 15 years ago. Fifteen years ago, 
in 1932, those people feared the conse
quences 1Jf a dry period. If the rains 
fail now, the ruin will be on a scale many 
times more vast. And it will affect many 
more people, because during the war Cal
ifornia has grown in population even 
more strikingly than in cultivated acre
age. I understand that one out of every 
six Californians has come into the State. 
since 1940, and the wartime expansion 
of food production must now be mr- in
tained in order to keep this new popu
lation employed and fed. It cannot be 
done on the pre-1940 wate_· supply, and 
it cannot be done with unfinished canals. 

That is the story, as I saw and heard 
it. It makes sense, when you see the 
crowded towns and cities of the Central 
Valley, when you learn that over half 
of all ~hese peoples work with food and 
fiber. The Central Valley people are 
aware that the wartime increase in pop
ulation and production will more than 
absorb the water to be made available 
by the primary features of the project, 
and already they are asking for studies 
of new water sources by the Bureau of 

Reclamation. ManJ,· valley towns have 
felt the pinch in their domestic water 
supply. The situation which is bad on 
the valley floor, which gets the drain
age water from the hills, is even worse 
in the foothills and in some coastal areas. 
Towns along Suisun-pronounced Soo
soon-Bay are hard hit by lowered wells, 
and many of the old mining towns, now 
booming with industry, are looking des
perately for new water supply. The 
Santa Clara Valley is worried, and the 
city of Santa Barbara faces an acute 
water situation. The Reclamation Bu
reau has a lot of planning work ahead of 
it out there, and already it has had to 
turn do·wn some dozen requests for in
vestigations because of lack of funds and 
personnel. 

Californians do not give the impres
sion of crying before they are hurt. 
Their story is too convincing for that. 
They just point it out to you-the water 
waiting and the farmers waiting, and 
the people still coming in-and they let 
it tell itself. I wish every Member of 
this body might go there to hear it · and 
s·ee it. Since that cannot be, I hope I 
have convPyed something of the Central 
Valley situation to you today. 

Mr. KIRWAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time-as he ·may desire to the gentle
man from Utah [Mr. GRANGER]. 

Mr .. GRANGER. Mr. Chairman, 1 
have read with alarm the report of the 
Appropriations Committe.e on funds for 
the Department of the Interior. I am 
especially surprised and shocked at the 
recommendations of the Committee on 
Appropriations for the Bureau of Recla
mation. The 45-year history of that 
agency does not justify the proposed ac
tion. Since the passage of the Reclama
tion Act in 1902, 50 projects have been 
constructed .vhich · now provide water. 
for 4,500,000 acres of land. In 1946 
these reclamation projects produced over 
$500,000,000 in ·incqme from lands that 
were once valuable only for desert 
grazing purposes. The contribution of 
these projects to the wealth and security 
of the Nation is not measured alone !n 
crops produced, but also in power, flood 
control, recreation, and other related 
services. It is measured also in in
creased purchasing power of the Nation 
as a whole and increased receipts for 
taxing institutions. It must also be re
membered that the costs of irrigation 
and power development are returned by 
the direct beneficiaries to the Treasury. 
The contribution of reclamation projects 
to the country's war effort was tremen
dous. The contribution of reclamation 
in the postwar picture can be even 
more significant. The fruits, vegetables, 
sugar beets, and urgently needed live
stock required t <.> maintain the high
standard diet of the United States must 
come, in part, from western irrigated 
land. It should also be realized that ir
rigated c:rops are noncompetitive with 
other production areas of the country 
and they do not involve to any marked 
degree the surplus commodities such as 
wheat, corn, tobacco, or cotton. The 
Bureau of Reclamation more than any 
other single Federal agency has con
tributed to the development of western 
resources, for the benefit of the country 
as a whole. 

The wise provisions of the Reclamation 
Act of 1902 and the careful planning 
that has followed has achieved the suc
cess thus far measured. It is the recom
mendation of the Appropriations Com
mittee regarding the continuation of the 
careful measurement of western land and 
water resources and the careful plan
ning for their development that I find 
most disturbing. The recommended cut 
in funds for general investigations of 
from $5 ,000,000 to $125,000 and · the cut 
of from $500,000 to $250,000 in the Colo
rado River development fund would 
mean virtual liquidation of planning 
work carried out under these programs. 
If this recommendation is accepted, the 
total appropriation would amount to less 
than 7 percent of the budget and 
would force a complete disintegration of 
highly trained technical staff. The 7 
percent of the budget in fact would not 
be sufficient to liquidate planning opera
tions. The Nation as a whole and par
ticularly the West would suffer for gen
erations to come. This action would 
effectively tie the han~s of the Congress 
for many years to come in the matter 
of the development of western resources. 
I cannot believe that such action was 
intended by the committee nor is in
tended by the Congress. A reduction of 
this kind cannot be justified in terms of 
curbing inflationary trends or of balanc
ing the budge ~ or of contributing to the 
efficiency of Government. Nor do I be
lieve it the intention of this Congress 
to tell the West that the Nation is no 
longer interested in the highly profit
able self-liquidatinp: development of west
ern water resources. The proposed cut 
in general investigation funds specifi
cally would force the immediate closing 
of all or practically all of the project 
panning field offices in Utah and would 
require writing off all funds expended to 
date for incompleted investigations. 
Work in Utah financed from the Colo
rado River development fund would be 
materially slowed down. The Colorado 
River fund should be given special con
sideration. Money is already available 
from net revenues from the operation of 
Boulder Dam. This money is earmarked 
for basin development and is not avail
able for other purposes. There is no 
reason for its being withdrawn. I there
fore strongly urge that adequate funds 
be provided in the general investigation 
appropriation for the continued orderly 
investigation and planning activities in 
the West and that the Colorado River 
development fund appropriations be re
stored to the full budget estimate. 

The proposed appropriation for the 
Bureau of Reclamation for purposes of 
project construction does not affect any 
of the projects in my district. I am, how
ever, interested in the net result of the 
proposed recommendation as it will effect 
efficiency of project construction 
throughout the country as a whole. For 
example, it will take 9 years of appro
priations at the proposed level to com
plete the Provo River project in .. the 
State of Utah. Nine years of ineffective 
and inefficient operation. Nine years to 
complete a program that could and 
should be completed in a little over a 

. third of that time. The same is generally 
true of other irrigation developments 
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currently under way such as the Colum
bia Basin, Central Valley, and other 
great projects in the West. It should be 
made abundantly clear that slowing con
struction down not only decreases effi
ciency, but postpones the. day when the 
Government can start collecting for the 
completed works. 

In these troubled times when this great 
Nation is being called upon to provide 
leadership, stabilization, foods, and re
sources to a war-weary and hungry 
world, we must not falter in the develop
ment of our country and its resources. 
We must not contribute to inefficiency in 
our own internal operations, and we must 
not encourage sectional differences. 

Mr. KIRWAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such time as he may desire to the gentle
man from California [Mr. MILLERJ. 

Mr. MILLER of California. Mr. Chair
man, the curtailment of the funds for the 
Bureau of Reclamation, as recommended 
by the subcommittee of the Committee 
on Appropriations for the Department 
of Interior would seriously threaten the 
orderly development of our Western 
States and be a body blow to their 
economy. 

It will cause stoppages of work on our 
reclamation. projects commencing in 
about 6 months and paralyzing them · 
within 18 months. 

The excellent staff of engineers and 
other personnel built up by the Bureau of 
Reclamation for over 40 years, at a great 
expense to the Government, would be 
destroyed overnight. 

This is no time to experiment with 
false economy. Time is of the essence in 
the development of the West through 
multiple use of the waters. that fall in 
that country. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. KIRWAN], told you of the close asso
ciation our western irrigation projects 
have in the structure of our national 
defense; now let me point out their effect 
on the domestic front. 

Since the turn of the century our pop
ulation has increased about a million a 
year. In 1900 we had about ninety mil
lion people in this country. Today we 
are pressing a hundred and forty million. 
Where are we going to get the food, the 
clothing, the shelter to take care of these 
people and the 15 additional million that 
we will have 15 years from now. That 

. is what the gentleman from Oregon 
[Mr. SToCKMAN], had in mind when he 
told you that our economy would change 
within about that period of time. The 
only place we have to look is to the de
velopment of new lands in the West and 
toward increasing, and rather let me 
say, retaining the present productivity of 
the lands now under cultivation. That 
spells out supplementing irrigation 
waters. It spells out salinity control, it 
spells out navigation, it spells out power 
at a price within the reach of those who 
use it. 

Let me analyze briefly for you the rec
ommended appropriations as they per
tain to the Central Valley project of Cal
ifornia: 

The appropriation reported by the 
House subcommittee for the Central Val
ley project is only 34.4 percent of the 
amount requested. In fact, the reduc
tion of 65.6 percent from the $20,000,000 
requested to a total of $6,900,000 will 

definitely eliminate the prosecution of 
work on many features. 

An amount of $12,000,000 was re
quested for irrigation facilities. The 
committee allowed but $5,134,980. This 
small appropriation will undoubtedly re
sult in seriously curtailing construction 
work now under way on the irrigation 
systems and will prevent initiation of 
new construction. CUrrently, contracts 
in force for canal construction alone will 
require funds during the fiscal year 1948 
for progress payments in the amount of 
nearly $9,000,000. It is therefore quite 
evident that the $5,000,000 appropriation 
is definitely inadequate. The $9,000,000 
figure does not include the cost of mate
rials which must be purchased nor the 
cost of rights-of-way, engineering, and 
contingencies. On the Contra Costa 
Canal the contract for the connecting 
link between the existing works necessary 
to complete the main canal to the Mar
tinez Reservoir and construction of the 
Clayton and Ygnacio Canals, is presently 
in the process of being awarded. Under 
the appropriations as reported by the 
House, it will be impossible to proceed 
with the work even though this contract 
is awarded as the funds for the necessary 
progress payments will not be available. 

The lateral system on the Cbntra Costa 
Canal could not, of course, be advertised 
for bids. On the Friant-Kern Canal the 
work currently under contract will re
quire something in excess of $5,000,000 
for progress payments; and current con
tracts on the Delta-Mendota Canal will 
require nearly $3,000,000 for progress 
payments. It will accordingly be neces
sary to suspend work on a part, if not 
all, of these contracts. Bids for the con
-Struction of the Delta-Mendota pumping 
plant near Tracy, Calif., are scheduled 
for advertisement about May 1 of this 
fiscal year. In view of the recommen
dation of the committee report it will 
be necessary to withhold award of con
tract until sufficient funds are available 
to permit this work to ~lroceed. Work 
on the Delta cross channel will be held 
to a minimum amount of surveying and 
designing, and the start of construction 
will be delayed. 

Under the power facilities, the request 
for $6,400,000 was reduced to $1,075,020. 
This amount was then further limited 
in its use by the fact that it was specifi
cally earmarked for certain of the power 
features. The appropriation as reported 
by the committee will curtail the work 
on the power facilities at Shasta Dam, 
and preclude any work beyond comple
tion of the bare installation of units 1, 
2, and 5. At the Keswick Dam and 
power plant the reduction from the re
quested $645,838 to $318,040 will virtually 
stop operations. It will probably mean 
that work at the dam wm have to be 
stopped in order to have sufficient funds 
to meet the progress payments on the 
turbines, generators, and other electrical 
equipment currently under contract. 

Under the transmission lines, the com
mittee report specifically provides funds 
for only two lines, these being the lines 
from Shasta to Delta via Oroville and 
Sacramento, and the Contra . Costa 59-
kilovolt line; and even for these specific 
lines the funds have been seriously re
duced from the amounts requested. 

Elimination of funds for the Keswick 
tap line will have the effect of construct
ing a power plant With no physical means 
of conveying the power from the plant to 
consumptive load centers. 

All switchyards, substations, and com
munication equipment have been elimi
nated; and the Keswick tap line, the west 
side Shasta-Delta lines, the Sacramento
Antelope line, and some transmission line 
additions all have been eliminated. 

Under the item "Joint facilities" 
$1,600,000 was requested, and $690,000 
was the amount allotted by the commit
tee. This reduction will mean that. the 
remaining work necessary to complete 
Shasta Dam will have to be suspended; 
work on the camp and warehouse area 
will be seriously curtailed; and work on 
the installation of the additional gates 
and valves at Shasta Dam will be slowed 
down. 

Progress payments in fiscal year 1948 
on all contracts now in force will require 
some $10,000.000 and about $6,000,000 
will be required in connection with work 
proposed for performance by Govern
ment forces, administrative expenses 
and additional contracts for equipment 
and supplies to support the construction 
contracts, and for other materials. The 
estimated carry-over from the current 
fiscal year is $10,000,000 and with the 
appropriation recommended by the com
mittee, we may not even be able to com
plete the contracts currently in force. 
Additional contracts scheduled for award 
during the balance of this fiscal ~ear 
could not proceed due to insufficient 
funds. Thus, so drastic a reduction in 
funds makes it difficult even to hazard a 
guess as to when the irrigation facilities 
can be completed and deliver wa~er 
urgently needed in the San Joaquin Val
ley and also in the delta area, and to con
struct the necessary power transmission 
facilities to deliver the power to the 
pumping plants. A good guess would be 
that it would take 27 31ears to finish the 
job at the rate indicated by the Appro
priations Committee. 

As you know, Governor Warren-see 
page 1232 of the hearings-of California 
appeared before the subcommittee and 
testified in favor of the continuing and 
even speeding up the construction work 
on the Central Valley project. The Gov
ernor pointed out to the committee the 
dire need for bringing the sacramento 
River waters to the San Joaquin River 
Valley at the earliest possible moment in 
view of the overdraft currently being 
made on the ground-water supplies in 
that Valley. The Governor specifically 
recommended the completion of the pub
lic-power features of the Central Valley 
project, including the construction of a 
stand-by steam plant in the interest of 
prov~ding competitive power for the peo
ple of central California. 

Of course, the Pacific Gas & Electric 
Co.'s president, Mr. Black-see page 1312 
of the hearings-also testified before the 
committee, particularly with respect to 
the construction of electrical-transmis
slon facilities by the Bureau. It would 
appear from the amounts reported out 
by the subcommittee that irrespective 
of the Governor's testimony, consider
able weight must have been given Mr. 
Black's statements. 
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In closing let me say to my Republi

can friends that at no time do I remem
ber the issue of sabotaging the Bureau 
of Reclamation, in the name of economy, 
being raised in the last election in Cali
fornia. 

Mr. KIRWAN.· Mr. Chairman, I yield 
such t ime as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. 
BUCHANAN]. 

Mr. BUCHANAN. Mr. Chairman, I 
am totally unable to comprehend the 
reasons which prompted the Appropria
tions Committee to act as it did in emas
culating the appropriation request of the 
Department of the Interior. The activi
ties of every agency within the Depart
ment have been severely crippled, activi
ties which we as a Nation cannot afford 
to curtail, activities which are vital to 
our economic welfare as well as to our 
national defense and security. One of 
those activities which has suffered most 
is that pertaining to electric power de
veloped at federally constructed dams
public power, if you please, power that 
belongs to the people themselves. There 
is in this country a school of thought 
that believes that this natural resource 
should not be developed, or if developed, 
that it should be turned over to private 
corporations for private gain-that pow
er to be sold back to the people who 
really own it, sometimes at an exorbi
tant price. Those who believe in this 
philosophy are comparatively few in 
number but extremely powerful and re
sourceful. They will stop at nothing to 
obtain their ends. At this moment there 
is in this city one of the most powerful 
lobbies that has ever confronted the Con
gress, the power-trust lobby headed by 
Purcell L. Smith, oi Chicago, who is re
portedly receiving a salary of $65,000 per 
year, plus certain expenses, as president 
of the National Association of Electric 
Cos. Mr. Smith was formerly president 
of the Midwest Corp., an Insull holding 
concern: 

In spite of the opposition of these 
vested interests and of the tactics they 

· have used, the Congress since the days of 
former President Theodore Roosevelt, 
has developed a Federal power policy in 
the passage of such legislation as the 
Reclamatjon Act, the Raker Act, the acts 
creating the Tennessee Valley Authority 
and the Rural Electrification Adminis
tration, the Bonneville Act, the Fort Peck 
Act, and others. The fundamental prin
ciple of that policy is that the benefits 
of power developed at Federal projects 
shall not be monopolized by limited 
groups but that those benefits shall be 
widely distributed. With the exception 
of the Tennessee Valley Authority
TVA-and the Rural Electrification Ad
ministration-REA-the Secretary of the 
Interior has the responsibility of admin
istering the other power activities em
braced in the above acts._ 

In addition, the Congress in the Flood 
Control Act of 1944 placed a further re
sponsibility upon the Secretary in that 
all surplus electric power and energy gen
erated at reservoir projects under the 
control of the War Department shall be 
delivered to the Secretary of the In
terior who shall transmit and dispose of 
such power and energy in such manner 
as to encourage the most widespread use 

thereof at the lowest possible. rates to 
consumers consistent with sound bus
iness principles, preference. being given 
to facilities owned by the Federal Gov
ernment, public bodies, cooperatives, and 
privately owned companies. 

The responsibility of the Secretary of 
the Interior in Federal power matters 
can be more readily appreciated when · it 
is realized that at this time the Depart
ment of the Interior is operating and 
marketing power from the largest aggre
gate of hydroelectric power in the world. 

· In 1938 the electric plants being oper
ated by the Department had a capacity 
of only 579,000 kilowatts, whereas ·as of 
December 31, 1946, that. capacity had in·
creased to 2,790,000 kilowatts, with a to
tal generation for that calendar year 
of over 12,500,000,000 kilowatt-hours, 
bringing in a revenue of approximately 
$32,000,000. Projects which have been 
authorized or are under construction and 
which will be completed before 1952 will 
add 6,331,000 kilowatts of capacity, mak
ing a grand total of 8,121,000 kilowatts. 

OFFICE OF THE SECRETARY 

The bill includes $1,000,000 for the Of
fice of the Secretary, which is $472 under 
current-year requirements. and $665,000 
less than the budget estimate. 

To assist the Secretary in supervising 
and promoting the efficient coordination 
of the power activities of the Depart
ment, he has in his office a small staff 
known as the Division of Power, consist
ing of 12 administrative and professional 
people and 10 clerical employees. The 
appropriation request for this staff was 
$131 ,917 and an additional amount of 
$32,500 for the handling under section 5 
of the 1944 Flood Control Act of the sale 
of power from dams constructed by the 
War Department in the southeastern 
section of our country where there is no 
operating agency of the Department to 
which this work could be delegated. 

The total investment in power facili
ties for which the Department of the 
I~terior has responsibility for pay-out 
is over $500,000,000. Construction now 
underway by the Bureau of Reclamation 
and the War Department will bring this 
investment figure to at least $1,500,000,· 
000 by 1952. The return of this huge 
investment to the Government is there
sponsibility of the Secretary of the Inte
rior. Yet in spite of this tremendous 
responsibility the Appropriations Com
mittee has, for some unaccountable rea
son, refused to appropriate any funds for 
the Division of Power. It is incompre
hensible to me why the committee should 
take such action, thus making it impos
sible for the Secretary to meet his re
sponsibilities. This is penny-wise and 
pound-foolish. No private corporation 
would so conduct its affairs. I refuse to 
believe that this Congress will sanction 
such · ridiculous management of this 
Nation's property. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. GRIFFITHS]. 

Mr. GRIFFITHS. Mr. Chairman, re
cently a former Federal mine inspector 
characterized many of the inspectors em
ployed by the Bureau of Mines of the De
partment of the Interior of the United 
States as not qualified to make an inspec-

tion; many of them were appointed and 
hold their jobs through fraternal and 
political pull: many are derelict in their 
duties to the extent of jeopardizing the 
welfare of workers in the min~s; some 
viciously find faults with mines they in
spect apparently upon orders from some
one higher up; and as a whole the Bureau 
of Mines is like a plum tree from which 
plums are doled to the faithful. 

Proteges find sponsors. Many of the 
inspectors are men who apparently have 
failed to find their niche in other indus
tries or trades and some are given berths 
in the Bureau to fulflll promises of soft 
jobs. 

Those are declarations of a man who 
should know whereof he speaks. For 5 
years he was an inspector in the Bureau 
of Mines. Once he tried to quit, because 
they sent him to Montgomery, W. Va., 
to inspect a mine, and all the equipment 
with which he was equipped was an elec
tric safe-lamp for a cap, with no means 
of recharging the battery. 

He is a miner wl.o resigned rather than 
keep up the fraud which he was expected 
to continue, but was dragged back into 
the Bureau of Mines in 1943, because he 
was told he was "frozen" to his job and 
must stay on the job for the duration. 
And when the "duration" was over he re
signed again, this time to stay resigned. 

He is P. S. MacLaine, of Cambridge, 
Ohio. 

Mr. MacLaine has had wide experience 
in the mining industry. He had been a 
miner; he was foreman of a mine and 
superintendent of a mine. He has worked 
in some of the best mines in the country, 
and today works in the largest mechan
ical mine in Ohio, and perhaps in the 
country, and the mine in which he is 
now working, and has been since last No
·vember, was one of the 518 ordered closed 
by Secretary of the Interior, J. A. Krug, 
as being unsafe. 

Mr. MacLaine adds: 
And if the Misco mine of the Muskingum 

Coal Co. in Perry County in Ohio were not a 
safe mine, I would not be in there working. 

Mr. MacLaine's comments upon the 
functioning of the Bureau of Mines, how
ever, are paramount in his mind today. 
He is happy on his present job, but his 
story of the Bureau of Mines should come 
:first. 

A similar incident was in another mine 
inspected, with 176 recommendations 
made. After again being criticized, the 
report appeared officially with four 
recommendations. · 

Typical of other experiences, Mr. Mac
Laine told of Inspector Joe B. Yanity, 
after an inspection of the Misco Mine, re
turned with a report that the workings 
were gassy, to the point of the working 
air containing 8.4 percent methane, or 
explosive gas. Inspector Yanity made 
numerous recommendations. Knowing 
the safety record of Misco Mine, a retn
spection by Inspector E. M. Lewis and 
Inspector J. C. Reardon was made. 
Their recommendations were made in 
the September report, making sugges
tions, but not finding explosive gas. In
cidentally, one of the recommendations 
made by this pair of inspectors pertained 
to the conveyor system, relating to 
grounding the electrical connections. 
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Mr. MacLaine only very recently-2 weeks 
ago-demonstrated to the Ohio State 
inspector, Mr. Tom Richards, that had 
the recommendations made been fol
lowed, there would have been repeated 
accidents, for it was impossible to make 
the proposed electrical connections. Em
ployees of Misco had already tried to 
follow the suggestions, but anyone with 
an iota of knowledge of electricity would 
know how it was impossible to make the 
proposed electrical connections. Misco 
workers tried, however, but only proved 
to anyone it could not be done. 

But prior to Inspector Reardon and 
Lewis visiting the mine, Mr. MacLaine, 
who was still an inspector for the Bu
reau, accompanied by Inspector Mechlin, 
were ordered by George Grove to make 
a reinspection of Misco. They found no 
trace of the explosive gas as reportedly 
found by Yanity; they learned Yanity 
had spent 1 day inside the Misco Mine 
and 1 day outside, which was described 
by Mr. MacLaine as not long enough to 
make a complete inspection of such a 
vast operation; they learned Yanity 
found his gas in a bleeder pipe-an 
innovation developed by Misco engineers, 
designed to release any possible accumu
lation of gas. Yanity, it was said, had 
lowered his gas-testing apparatus into 
the escape pipe and covered the vent with 
his cap, which anyone should know would 
catch every last minute portion of gas 
if any were prevalent. 

Mr. MacLaine, as an example of the in
efficiency of the Federal Department with 
which he was formerly affiliated, tells 
some of his own personal experiences, not 
quoting the words of anyone else. But 
before he began his discussions, he em
phasized it was not with malice, but only 
in justice to the men who work in the 
mines; men like those who died in the 
Centralia, Ill., disaster. 

Of the department headquarters itself, 
Mr. MacLaine points to the laxity of the 
headquarters such as in Pittsburgh, Pa., 
from which office he worked. He pointed 
out that after an inspection is duly made, 
the inspector or inspectors return to the 
mine office, or other convenient place and 
compile their preliminary report. When 
this report is finally completed, with rec
ommendations noted, so that the mine 
inspected can be told of faults found and 
remedies suggested, it is sent to the Pitts
burgh office. About 2 weeks later, after 
14 or so copies have been made, it is re
turned to the inspector for signature, but 
the inspector by that time may have 
moved on to other stations. The reports 
are signed and 12 copies returned to the 
Bureau office, and then quite often 
months pass by before the official report 
is submitted to the company operating 
the inspected mine: Under this partic
ular category, the Misco Mine in which 
Mr. MacLaine is now employed, was in
spected in September 1946; a public in
formation service release was submitted 
to the press in November, but the Mus
kingum Coal Co. has yet to receive the 
official report summary. This is not part 
of Mr. MacLaine's comment. 

By the time suggestions made by the 
inspectors thus reach the mine operator, 
hundreds of accidents could have oc
curred; perhaps faults pave been rem-

edied, but also new faults could easily 
develop. 

Mr. MacLaine pointed, as an example, 
to the Misco Mine, his present location. 
In the Misco operations, rooms 300 
by 28 feet, which not so long ago in other 
operations required about 10 months to 
work out, are now worked out in a matter 
of days-in some instances in only 3 days. 

Mr. MacLaine cited other examples of 
headquarters' actions, especially since the 
Federal Government seized the mines in 
May of 1946. 

He cited one mine in which he made a· 
routine inspection, and listed 161 pro

""posed improvements. He was criticized 
by his superiors for being unduly hard in 
his inspection, being advised not to for
get the United States Government was 
then operating that mine. And when 
the report was finally completed, 158 of. 
his suggestions were wiped out and only 
three recommendations were made. 
That was in the official report. 

Bleeder pipes in the Misco operation 
·are drilled ahead of the mine as it pro
gresses into the earth. They release any 
gas, if any should be found. When the 
diggings reach the vent, which is 6% 
inches in diameter, there already is wait
ing an outlet through which electrical 
cables can be dropped from the surface 
and not carried through the main en
tries, thus eliminating another major 
hazard. After parts are worked out, the 
vents are then in the sealed-off areas, 
alleviating the threat of an accumula
tion of gases, if there are any, which 
automatically eases the pressure often 
discovered in sealed workings of other 
mines and averting the threat of explo
sions due to accumulations of gases in 
worked-out areas, if the mine has gas. 
English and other European coal-mining 
experts, who inspected the Misco mine 
and who were dumbfounded by the speed 
of operations and productivity, marveled 
at the idea of bleeder pipes and were 
enthusiastic of their success. They 
promised to try the same experiment in 
their own mines back home. 

Mr. MacLaine's companion inspector
Mechlin-was described as being indif
ferent to his duties during the inspection, 
even to the extent of crawling off in a 
secluded corner and falling asleep. Ac
cording to Mr. MacLaine, he-Mechlin
was later transferred to another Penn
sylvania district. Mr. MacLaine does 
not know at this time whether he is still 
with the Bureau. 

Mr. MacLaine told of an incident that 
occurred in St. Clairsville, Ohio, while 
he was still an inspector, and before he 
ever thought of seeking employment 
elsewhere. He tells how he, with In
spectors Oscar Simpson, Maize, Yanity, 
and others were called to the meeting, 
which he believed was to discuss routine 
subjects. When all were present-the 
writer believes Mr. MacLaine said George 
Grove arranged the meeting-the inspec
tors were shown a mass of newspapers 
and newspaper clippings and the entire 
session was devoted to making Earl Jones, 
operator of Misco, "walk the chalked line 
and checking up everything you can on 
that man and his mine." Mr. MacLaine 
was emphatic in his declaring it was his 

belief someone higher up was after Earl 
Jones and the Misco mine at the St. 
Clairsville meeting. 

Incidentally Mr. MacLaine said Inspec
tor Yanity is generally known in the Bu
reau as a protege of Jack Forbes. 

As for Inspector Reardon, Mr. Mac
Laine says he believes Reardon, who has 
been with the Bureau about 15 years, 
spent about 13 of these years as a first
aid specialist, which does not qualify any 
man to be an inspector of mines. 

Another incident relative to Bureau 
personnel, Mr. MacLaine told of a young 
man training in a class in Pittsburgh de
claring "damned if he would go down into 
the mines." During the few weeks the 
school was in progress the protesting 
candidate for an inspector's post was 
given two promotions, and upon comple
tion of the training school was given a 
"softer" assignment. Mr. MacLaine does 
not believe the candidate ever became an 
inspector. 

Mr. MacLaine said he was personally 
acquainted with the inspector who had 
checked the Centralia, Ill., mine 5 days 
before the explosion which killed 111 
men, and expressed the belief no inspec
tor could have made an inspection with
out discovering gas such a short time be
fore an explosion. Mr. MacLaine ex
pressed the belief the Centralia explosion 
was due to gas and not dust, after study
ing the nature of the blast. He ques
tioned the thoroughness of the Centralia 
mine. 

Mr. MacLaine's record with the Bureau 
include~ his ordering the shutting down 
of a Hanna Coal Co. mine at Dunglen 
when he discovered gas accumulated 'near 
trolley wires. He admits he had not au- · 
thority to close the operations as an in
spect9r of the Bureau of Mines, but de
clares he acted out of his role as inspec
tor anc;i only as an American citizen who 
seeks to protect his fellowman. Mr. Mac
Laine did not include the incident in his 
report, which he considered unnecessary, 
inasmuch as the trouble was cleared up 
at once by mine officials, but he was criti
cized for not making public the incident. 

Mr. MacLaine also pointed out that it 
was Inspector Mechlin, who accompanied 
Mr. MacLaine on his inspection trip of 
the Misco mine, mentioned before, who 
spread around rumors at a · Columbus, 
Ohio, meeting to "watch that Misco 
mine. She's going to blow up." Mr. Mac
LaiL-e is at a loss to explain Mechlin's 
tactics, inasmuch as there was no basis 
for any such thoughts. 

Mr. MacLaine's opinion of the Misco 
mine in which he now is employed, can 
be summarized thus: 

Misco is the safest mine in Ohio, and 
Ohio's mines are the safest in the Na
tion. That makes, in his opinion, the 
Misco mine in Perry County, the safest 
mine in the United States. 

Mr. MacLaine says Misco is not a gase
ous mine; every precaution is taken to 
safeguard the welfare of the workers; 
the air is the purest found in any mine 
anywhere and is adequately kept circu
lating; there is an auxilia1·y slope en
trance in addition to the main entrance; 
a third is to be built; it is the best
organized mine he llas ever seen in a long 
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career of mining; its employees knowing 
their jobs well and working together for 
oD:e objective-production; he says any 
mn~e ~hat can produce more than 4,000,-
000 mme tons of coal without a fatality 
~ust be safe, for the longest record ~n 
history is about 6,000,000 tons production 
without a fatality; all conditions are 
con~ucive to safety and cooperation at 
all times on all shifts in all parts of the 
big operations; the "bleeder" vents such 
as used in Misco should be used in every 
mine in the country. 

Mr. MacLaine made these comments 
in ordinary discussions, without consult
ing. his personal notes kept for 5 years 
while working as an inspector for the 
Bureau. He added the complete books 
of notes are available for reference. 

Mr. MacLaine expressed the belief that 
Bureau inspectors should be more care
fully chosen, and not be cast-offs from 
otJ.:er industries; that they are under
paid, for a competent inspector should 
be a mining engineer, with a thorough 
knowledge of electrical engineeri:g,g, and 
the present rate of pay is too little for a 
man so qualified. 

In conclusion, Mr. MacLaine pointed 
out that the Bureau of Mines itself is 
nothing but what might be described as 
a racket, for, although it has the power 
to make inspections, it can cfo nothing 
to see that recommendations are en
forced; it has no police powers and can
not penalize offenders of violations un
covered. 

He also pointed out that for many 
years the Bureau of Mines has directed 
the writing of mining l:;~,ws-and none of 
the Bureau heads are miners-men who 
know mining. He advocates that when 
mining laws are written, setting up 
standards to be followed, that mining 
~en should be consulted. He declared, 

They may not be able to write. the laws 
but they know what the laws should 
contain." 

He recommended that in the future 
when mining laws are written or exist
ing mining Ia ws be amended, 'they first 
be discu.ssed with men who know mining 
and not by lawyers, or proteges of "big 
wigs" and henchmen chosen for their 
fraternal and political connections 

I saw in yesterday's Washington ~aper 
that ·a House Labor Subcommittee is 
planning to check mine safety and I most 
sincerely suggest to this subcommittee 
that theY include the Misco mine of the 
Muskingum Coal Co. in their inspection 
and contact Mr. MacLaine, who is now 
e:mployed there in charge of safety opera
tions, as I am sure he can give them in
formation they will find most valuable. 

WASHINGTON, D. C., April 3, 1947. 
JONES MOTOR SALES, INC., 

Zanesville, Ohio: 
Review of Federal coal-mine inspection re-

. ports indicate that while inspector did not 
find eminent danger in above mine, safety 
conditions are apparently deficient and 
makes operation ~,hazardous. You are di
rected immediately to consult the safety 
committee at this mine with respect to 
these conditions. You are further directed 
to cease operations until either (1) mine 
safety committee (or if there be none, presi
dent of mine local union) joins in the cer
tifications required by order number CAMN 
16 of this date. (2) There has been a rein
spectlon by Federal coal-mine inspectors 

followed by my order authorizing mine oper
ations after consideration of his report. 

H. H. COLLISSON, 
Captain USNR, Coal Mine Administrator. 

ZANESVILLE, OHIO, April 4, 1947, 
Capt. H. H . CoLLissoN, 

USNR, Coal Mine Administrator, 
Washington, D. c :: 

. In accordance with your telegram order
ing our mine to be closed until certifica
tion by mine safety committee, you are here
with advised we have contacted the mine 
safety committee an :t the answer of the mine 
safety committee is this: "We are unable to 
talk to you until we receive orders from the 
international union headquarters." 

JONES MOTOR SALES, INC. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. RocK
WELL]. 

Mr. ROCKWELL. Mr. Chairman, there 
are many features of this Interior Ap
propriation bill that I cannot approve. 
However, I wish to direct my particular 
qbjection to the cut in the amount the 
committee has allocated for investiga
tions of projects for the utilization of 
the waters of the Colorado' River system 
in the four Upper Division States as 
authorized by section 2 of the Boulder 
Canyon Project Adjustment Act. 

This money is set aside from the in
come derived from cer'tain power reve
nues at Boulder or Hoover Dam. It is 
used for investigating potential projects 
and the formulation of a comr,:·ehensive 
plan for the utilization of the waters of 
the Colorado River. In no sense can it be 
considered a& a direct appropriation out 
of the Federal Treasury. Out of moneys 
derived from this fund, the Bureau of 
Reclamation has already prepared a 
comprehensive report listing · i.JOtential 
projects for the utilization of the waters 
o~ the Colorado River. The next step 
Will be to make detailed investigations 
as to their feasibility and the cost of con
struction. 

Additional information on the poten
tial projects is needed by the States of 
the Upper Division to aid them in their 
current negotiations on the division of the 
water of the Upper Colorado Basin. Also, 
a large amount of detailed work must be 
done before these projects can "le made 
ready for construction. This work must 
not be allowed to lag if these projects are 
t? be ready for construction at the proper 
time. 

Regardless of whether the Committee 
on Appropriations allocates funds for the 
construction of new reclamation proj
ects at this time, information should be 
made available to the Bureau of Recla
mation and to Congress as to the future 
needs along the Colorado River, so that 
when funds for new construction are 
made avai!abl~. we may have the neces
sary information . 

The amount set aside each year for this 
investigativnal work, is small in com
parison to the need, but to reduce it 50 
percent, as provided in the bill would 
result in almost total stoppage ' of the 
present investigations under way. 

I request that the committee restore 
th.e $500,000 originally asked, bearing in 
mmd the fact that this is not an expen
diture out of the Federal Treasury but 
rather is derived from the sale of power, 

and held in a special fund for this study 
along the Colorado River. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, I 
yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Nevada [Mr. RussELL]. 

Mr. RUSSELL. Mr. Chairman, the 
Interior appropriation bill for 1948 is of 
particular interest to my State of Ne
vada, and this is especially true of the 
reclamation section of this bill, as we 
have within our borders the major parts 
of the Boulder Dam, including Boulder 
City and its great power-producing facil
ities. 

In operation in Nevada are such wide
ly known reclamation projects as the 
Newlands which was named for the late 
Senator Francis G. Newlands whose 
leadership in the House of Representa
tives brought the Reclamation law into 
being in 1902 along with the sponsorship 
of President Theodore Roosevelt. Ne
vada also has in operation the Truckee 
Storage and Humboldt projects that pro
vide supplemental water for substantial 
areas. 

Under construction on the Colorado 
River between Nevada and Arizona is 
Davis Dam, a structure that is important 
in the fulfillment of the treaty obliga
tions between the United States and 
Mexico and which will produce substan
tial blocks of power for the Southwest. 

I mention these developments for the 
purpose of illustrating the great interest 
the State of Nevada has in the recla
mation program of the Depai·tment of the 
Interior. We, in Nevada, are also inter
ested in the planning of new projects 
which will utilize the meager water re
sources of_ Nevada and to bring about 
more land development and crops. Irri
gation and the use of any available water 
that can be stored is essential in Nevada 
for the production of agricultural -crops, 
forage for livestock, and to support the 
increasing population of the State. 

For the latter reasons, Mr. Chairman, 
I deplore the drastic reduction in the 
budget recommendation of $5,000,000 for 
general investigations by the Bureau of 
Reclamation. With but a limitation of 
$125,000 for the general investigations, 
as provided in the bill, the State of Ne
vada would experience a set-back in 
reclamation progress. 

That portion which would be allotted 
to Nevada would be insufficient to carry 
forward the program already initiated 
and probably would mean the closing of 
the project planning offices in Nevada at 
Carson City and Overton. The work in 
the Lahontan and lower Colorado River 
Basin areas, including the important in
vestigations in the Carson, Truckee, and 
Walker River areas, would, for all prac
tical purposes, be suspended resulting in 

·great delay and costly shut-down. 
The reduction in the items for Boulder 

Dam, operation and maintenance, and 
construction are particularly untimely, 
especially since all of the expenditures 
for these activities at Boulder Dam are 
reimbursable under the Boulder Canyon 
Project Act of 1928 and the Boulder Can
yon A~justment Act of 1940. The $51,000 
reductiOn in the operation and main
tenance item for Boulder Dam should be 
restored. Similarly, the halving of the 
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construction appropriation for the proj
ect will delay badly needed work for the 
completion of this great structure. I 
am particularly concerned that the com
mittee on page 20 of the report stated 
that $35,000 of the reduction is applied 
"to a request for funds to complete de
signs and specifications and award a 
contract for a high school and appur
tenant facilities. The committee is op
posed to the Government providing edu
cational facilities at this project, it being 
of the opinion that assessments levied 
against the beneficiaries should provide 
funds for such facilities as is the practice 
in other American communities." 

Boulder City is a Government town. 
The land and most of the buildings are 
owned ·by the United States Government 
and are nontaxable by the State of Ne
vada. The State, therefore, is deprived 
of revenue which it would acquire were 
it to provide educational facilities at the 
project. I protest this effort to saddle 
on the State of Nevada the cost of educa
tional ·facilities . at Boulder City which 
have been borne by reimbursable appro
priated funds. The previous arrange
ment should be continued at least until 
a permanent cooperative plan is worked 
out. 

The reduction from $18,000,000 to 
$6,200,000 from funds for construction of 
Davis Dam, I believe, is short-sighted, 
and if such a policy is followed the con
struction of that great dam will be slowed 
up from 4 to 5 years in its completion. 
Power from the dam is urgently needed 
in the Southwest; a delay now means a 
putting off of the time when power will 
be ·available from the dam, as well as to 
the time when revenue from the power 
-comes back to the Government. The 
dam is not a subsidy, but its power will 
pay for the cost of construction-return
ing the money back to the Government
as well as paying an interest charge of 
3 percent. · 

The Nevada LEgislature has provided 
$40,000 for the continuing of the cooper
ative ground-water program in that 
State, and this program has been under
way for a year, yet this ·bill completely 
eliminates appropriations for cooper
ative ground-water in7estigation, a pro
gram I consider one of the most impor
tant for development of our latent re
sources in Nevada. 

We all believe in economy and reduc
tions at this time, and many appropria
tion cuts are justifiable, but I protest 
again that the West be singled out in 
such a deep cut in the Bureau of Recla
mation. The Bureau of Reclamation 
pertains more to the West than th~ East 
or South, for it grew up in the need of de
veloping the Western States. 

I have been told that Davis Dam will 
have no unobligated balance on June 30 
next, and that Boulder Dam for comple
tion of construction will have only $797,-
000 unobligated to do a $12,000,000 job of 
completing this structure. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from Colorado [Mr. HILL]. 

Mr. IDLL. Mr. Chairman, I want to 
tell the Members of the House the facts 
about the Colorado-Big Thompson proj
ect, which is in my district, in northern 
Colorado, and for which the Appropria-

tion Committee has cut the budget esti
mate of $14,000,000 down to $4,815,000, 
or only 34 percent of the amount actually 
needed to carry on existing construction 
contracts where the work is now going on. 

This project was started back in 1935, 
12 years ago, when the Bureau of Rec
lamation took over the plans of the farm
ers to get a better water supply from tpe 
Colorado River and worked out a combi
nation power and irrigation project. 

After several years of conferences and 
study, a plan was agreed on between the 
people of my district and the Govern
ment to get the project built. This plan 
left all the enormous power benefits in 
the hands of the Government and the 
final use of the water for irrigation to 
the farmers. 

A conservancy district was organized 
under a new State law to guarantee the 
repayment of the cost of the water to 
the Government. 

As this cost was more than the farm
ers could afford to pay, it was provided 
that the district can levy a mill tax op 
all real and personal properties in the 
district to .carry a share of the cost. This 
tax will cover about one-fourth of the 
cost that the district has agreed to pay. 

I think this is the first time such a 
thing was ever done, but it shows that 
all the people in the district are behind 
the project and willing to help pay the 
cost. 

Then in July 1938, when all the details 
had been agreed to, the district made a 
contract with the United States to build 
the project. This contract listed all the 
features of the project that are to be 
built and stated exactly what the obliga
tions of both the United States and the 
district are. 

At that time it was understood by the 
district that the project would be built 
in 5 or 6 years. 

The first construction work was start
ed in the fall of 1938 but for several years 
the appropriations available from the 
Reclamation Fund were limited and then 
the war came on and construction al
most stopped. 

Green Mountain Dam and power plant 
on the western slope was completed in 
1943 and has been paying good dividends 
to the Government from the sale of power 
but the people who started the project 
and need the water will not get any ben
efits until the other parts of it are com
pleted. 

Even if all the appropriations needed 
to expedite the plans of the Bureau are 
made it will take 4 or 5 years more, ap
parently, to complete all the work. 

Last year, including the 1945 deficiency 
item, the Congress appropriated a total 
of $12,254,075 to the project which cer
tainly indicated that it was the intention 
to complete the project and get it on a 
repayment basis as rapidly as possible. 

The Bureau of Reclamation finished 
their plans and .specifications and pro
ceeded to let contracts for construction 
on that basis. . 

Right now there are at least 15 major 
construction and supply contracts, in ad
dition to many smaller ones, on which 
work is underway and which will have 
to be stopped if money is not available. 

I find that these contracts, on which 
work is now going on, amount to over 

$30,000,000 and that the Bureau estimate 
that over $14,000,000 will be needed to 
keep them going in the 1948 fiscal year. 

On page 935 of the House Appropria
tions Committee hearings, in response to 
a request by Chairman JoNES, the Bu
reau furnished an estimate showing that 
if all the present contracts are to be can
celed at the end of the 1947 fiscal year, 
the losses to the Government would prob
ably exc.eed $5,000,000. 

Regardless of such a probability, is it 
good business or good government to 
drag out and postpone the completion of 
a project on which already more than 
$35,000,000 has been expended over a 
period of 10 years and which can produce 
no benefits to the water users or returns 
to the Treasury of the United States un
til completed? 

This certainly is not economy in any 
sense of the .word. 

It is true that the project is going to 
cost far more than originally estimated 
but most of the increase is on account 
of changes and improvements in the 
power part of the project. 

None of the changes in plans improve 
in the least the irrigation part of the 
project or provide any more water. 
These benefits are just the same as they 
were when the contract was made in 
1938. The conservancy district, in fact, 
has never been advised or consulted 
about these changes in plans. 

AnyWay, the conservancy district 
people in cooperation with the National 
Reclamation Association, have presented 
to the congressional committee a definite 
detailed plan which shows that the 
project Gan still pay out in full and re
turn interest on power features to the 
Treasury. This can be done with rates 
for the power well below the so-called 
competitive value of power in the area. 

So, why should the Congress hold up 
this project any .Jonger than necessary 
to get it into production? · 

This project was started to furnish a 
better water supply to the 700,000 acres 
of fine land in northern ·Colorado and 
stop the enormous crop losses that oc
cur when we have water shortages. 

Of course it will help the farmers 
themselves but the big gains will -be to 
the country at large which needs more 
of the crops that we produce. · 

Last year, for instance, in our 13 beet
sugar factories in this district, we pro
duced over 5,000,000 100-pound bags of 
sugar and we can double that yield when 
we have dependable water supplies. 

Mr. Chairman, I include a table show
ing major existing contracts: 

Major existing contracts 

Gram by Re~ervoir : Total con· 
struct ion and supply con· 
tracts._ .•.•.• ___ ••••• _ ••• ••• 

Gr1l.III by pumping plant: Total 
construction and supply 
con tracts . •. _. __ . ____ . ____ __ _ 

Estes P ark Aqued uct and 
power plants: Total con· 
struction and supply con-
tracts .• ------ ------ ----- ----

Horsetooth Reservoir: 'l' hree 
large construction contracts . . 

Total. •••••••.••.•..•••. 

Contract 1948 re· 
amounts quirement 

$6,925, c32 ~3,000,000 

t,639, H!8 3,EOO,OOO 

7, 788,028 4,:<44,000 

P, £37, c49 3,150,000 

so. :<91, 107 13, l 94, 000 
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Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 

I yield such time as he may desire to the 
gentleman from California [Mr. JoHN
soN]. 

Mr. JOHNSON of California. Mr. 
Chairman, the report of the Appropria
tions Committee sharply criticizes the 
National Park Service for an apparent 
failure to follow instruction;; given it by 
the committee a year ago to investigate 
the concessions system in the national 
parks, where the committee asserts that 
the concessions return too little money 
to the Government from their opera
tions; that better accommodations should 
be p:mvided at reduced rates; and that 
in some parks there are virtual conces
sions monopolies. The committee is crit
ical because the Service, instead of con
ducting such studies itself, with its own 
personnel, is having them done instead 
by aa advisory group of consultants. 

We are all aware, I believe, that there 
has been considerable criticism of this 
concessions system, including the charge 
of monopoly, of high prices, of too little 
return to the Government. That the 
whole problem should be carefully 
studied with an eye to recommendations 
that will remedy whatever faults may be 
found certainly is desirable. But I am 
unable to follow the committee when it 
complains that this is being done by an 
outside group. Director Drury is re
sponsible for recommending to the Sec
retary of the Interior that the studies be 
conducted by such a group, and : be
lieve his reasons are thoroughly sound. 
The Park Service lives very close to the 
whole problem; it would be much more 
difficult for it to perform such a task in 
unprejudiced and dispassionate faGhion 
than to have it done by an outside group 
of highly qualified consultants. And it is 
persons of that sort, coming to the work 
without any preconceived notions about 
it, but with open and intelligent minds, 
who have been picked by Secretary Krug 
for it. 

I do not know that the Government 
does obtain materially less from these 
concessioners than it should; I do not 
know that it is possible, in these days of 
rising costs, to provide accommodations 
at more moderate cost in the parks, espe
cially considering the shortness of the 
season in a number of them; I do not 
know whether a controlled monopoly is 
or is not th .. .: best way to assure the public 
what it needs. I do know, however, that 
the Department of the Interior is going 
to find it difficult, if not impossible, to en
list private capital to provide necessary 
accommodations for the public as long 
as the concessioners continue to be sub
jected to uninformed criticism. I sus
pect that the consultants appointed by 
Secretary Krug will come up with about 
as good answers to the questions the 
committee has raised as can be obtained, 
and, without impugning the honesty of 
the Director of the National Park Service 
or any of his staff, I believe that the pub
lic would accept the findings of such a 
group more readily than if the commit
tee's suggestions were followed. 
· I cannot offer any evidence to confirm 
this belief better than to name the con
sultants that have been called on to do 
the job-and who are devoting a great 
deal of time to it, at the expense of their 

own private work. The chairman is Mr. 
Clem L. Collins, an accountant and 
former President of the American Insti
tute of Accountants; the other members 
are Mr. George B. Smith, president of 
the Mark Hopkins Hotel in San Fran
cisco and a former president of the 
American Hotel Association; Mr. Elmer 
Jenkins, manager of the Touring Bureau 
of the American Automobile Association; 
Mr. Charles G. Woodbury, of Washing
ton, D. C., active and prominent in the 
field of -conservation; and Mr. Charles P. 
Taft, of Cincinnati, who has behind him 
a long and varied record of exceptional 
public service. I believe these consult
ants will do an intelligent and thorough 
job; and I believe that anything less than 
a thorougr job is not worth having. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 10 minutes to the gentleman from 
North Dakota [Mr. ROBERTSON], a mem
ber of the Appropriations Committee. 

Mr. ROBERTSON. Mr. Chairman, 
the work of a Member of Congress was a 
vastly easier program when our Govern
ment was dedicated to the principle of 
deficit spending. All intellectual people 
recognize that deficit spending if con
tinued will destroy the very foundation 
of any Nation. The people of the United 
States have demanded that the Govern
ment of the United States cease deficit 
spending and balance its budget. 

This makes the task of the Committee 
on Appropriations extremely difficult. 
It is well for us all regardless of the dis
trict or the State we represent to recon
cile ourselves to the fact that all of us 
must take some reduction in the great 
national spending program. Now the 
manner in which we take it is the all-im
portant question. 

I pay great tribute to the chairman 
of the Subcommittee on Interior and his 
able assistants on the committee in 
bringing before the Congress today' this 
bill. Surely they have made some dras
tic reductions-drastic in the face of 
the policies that have been practiced the 
last several years. 

In considering the action of the com
mittee, however, we must not overlook 
the fact that it was confronted with the 
humiliating experience last year when 
the President froze practically all of the 
appropriations which were made at the 
request of the President and his Budget 
Bureau. Unfortunately much of this 
remains frozen. 

Were the committee to appropriate 
liberally again-and I should like to re
mind you that the President signed last 
year's bill which he subsequently froze
the Appropriations . Committee would 
again be humiliated. 

The committee has spent considerable 
tiine in listening to hearings and has 
performed a most conscientious duty. 
No man is infallible, and the committee 
must arrive at its decisions as a result 
of the information it obtains by reason 

· of the hearings. In many instances it 
is my belief that some of the facts are 
not too well presented and the commit
tee is therefore compelled to arrive at 
its decisions without all of the essential 
information, or at least information that 
is crystal clear. 

The vast amount of material which 
must be covered in a hearing such as 

this makes it next to impossible for the 
most accomplished of human mentality 
to deal with all of the intricate phases 
involved in a great hearing of this mag
nitude. It is reasonable then that there 
should be honest differences of opinion 
between men seeking a common objec
tive. I therefore do not feel that I am 
inconsistent with my position for a bal
anced budget and a reduction . in Gov
ernment expenditures when I call at
tention to a few items in the bill which 
in my opinion seem to have been reduced 
below an economy level. And I am not 
one who proposes to balance the budget 
in somebody else's State. I want the 
REcoRG to show ,here and now that I 
propose to be in the position of North 
Dakota's taking its rightful share of re
ductions necessary for a balanced budget. 

BUREAU OF RECLAMATION 

For a moment I shall deal with the 
question of general investigations and 
.the reduction made thereon. This has 
been reduced from the five million esti
mate of the Bureau of the Budget to a 
sum of $125,000. This excessive reduc
tion effectively eliminates all investiga
tional work thereunder. I feel it is im
perative. to deal with the investigational 
work and its relation to the Bureau of 
Reclamation. Those of us who make up 
the personnel of the Congress of the 
United States are largely lawyers, pro
fessional men, and businessmen. But in 
the sum total we are substantially all 
businessmen. We have established down 
through the years certain definite prac
tices in our business relationships that 
have been accepted Nation-wide as the 
best plan for the exchange of affairs 
among men. We find, however, in deal
ing with some of our governmental prob
lems such as the Bureau of Reclamation 
that the situation cannot be paralleled 
exactly with the question of business rela
tionships between man and man. 

I am reliably informed that by this 
tremendous reduction the amount is in
sufficient to even pay the terminal leave 
of those affected thereby. This, you will 
readily understand, wipes out immedi
ately a.U investigational work. This 
would not be so serious were it not for 
the fact that irrigation and reclamation 
is an institution which must move on 
from year to year, and only by the proc
esses of investigations can its mainte
nance be !.:e:1t up. So by the elimination, 
or by this extreme reduction, the ma
chinery has been practically stopped un
til a later date when appropriations for 
this purpose can be made. 

I express particular interest in this 
connection because in the Missouri Valley 
Basin we are about to enter upon an era 
of new development through the pro
posed utUizations of the waters of the 
gr~at Missouri River which bisects my 
State, and which in varying degrees af
fects the economy and welfare of 10 
great agricultural States in the middle 
of the continent. 

The general plan for development of 
conservation, control, and use of water 
resources of the Missouri River Basin, 
de-scribed in Senate Document 191, Sev
enty-eighth Congress, second session, 
and approved by the 1944 Flood Control 
Act, provided a basis for full develop
ment of all the water resources in the 
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basin. This plan was based on prelimi
nary data which was not represented as 
being sufficient for initiat ion of construc
tion work on individual units which 
w~re proposed for inclusion in the Mis
so'..lri Basin project. 

Continued forward planning therefore 
is essential to achieve constant or or
derlg development of the Missouri Basin 
water resources. Prior to actual con
struction of any unit, detailed studies 
are necessary to anticipate fully and 
n1ak~ provision for all of the various en
ginetring, repayment, financial, eco
nor.lic, and other problems peculiar to 
e<...· .. J1 individual unit. As a genera~state
ment, planning must precede construc
tion by at least 2 years and operation 
ty ~ yt.ars or more. The halting of plan
ning work at this time will throw the 
construction program off balance for 
se~·eral years to come. 

When the problems related to plan
ning an individual unit are considered, 
the necessity of a thorough and well
ordered program becomes evident. 
Water studies must be made and past 
history of rivers and rainfall studied in 
order to determine the quantity and 
quality of water available. Soils must 
be studied to determine their ability to 
supp~rt crops and provide sufficient 
drainage to prevent the land from be
coming waterlogged . . 

Investigations and surveys must be 
maJe iL order to select the best site for 
a dam structure to ~mpound water, and 
the best and most economical means of 
conveying water to the land. These 
studies lead to preliminary design work 
and cost estimates. Current crop re
turns must be studied al.:>ng with po
tential increased returns due to irriga
tion in order to establish the repayment 
ability for a project and still meet the 
many and complex requirements of the 
reclamation law. 

Added to all the above factors, a basin
wide development includes many addi
tional problems of coordination. A vail
ability of water must not only be deter
mined for an individual unit, but for 
an ·entire river, a subbasin, and the basin. 
Each unit must be considered in rela-

. tion to other units. In addition, all 
uses of water must be considered, in
c:iuding flood control, hydroelectric 
power generation, and domestic water 
supply. Full consideration must also be 
given to the possibilities for recreational 
facilities, preservation of fish and wild
life, silt control, pollution abatement, 
and other related developments. 

The operating plan of each irrig~ted 
area-management of water on the land, 
proper operation and maintenance of 
canals, ditches, and laterals, and so 
forth-must be developed with a view to 
contributing maximum support to the 
broad areas of range and dry farming 
land surrounding each of the irrigated 
areas. It is necessary that studies be 
made well in advance of construction to 
determine these factors and their costs. 
In addition, proper schedules for land 
development must be established. 

It is my considered judgment that the 
program of investigations and detailed 
planning now under way must be con
sidered at an increased rate, if you 
please, if full development of the Mis-

souri Basin is to be achieved in this gen
eration. I should like to remind the 
Congress right here that when this law 
was passed in the Seventy-eighth Con
gress, second session, the people who live 
in the States affected had reason to be
lieve that the development was to go 
forward. They have made their plans 
accordingly and while they will be toler
ant to the extreme in a desire . to assist 
in the stabilizing of the Nation's econ
omy, they will insist that this program 
continue to live and move forward. If 
w~ fail them here it must be conceded 
that the Seventy-eighth Congress mis
led them. The most beneficial, econom
ical development of the Missouri Basin 
water resources, in my judgment, re
quires orderly planning and construc
tion. 

MISSOURI-SOURIS 

Reducing the budget 1;equest for the 
Missouri Basin project from $23,000,000 
to $9,611,600 will seriously retard work 
on this all-important new development. 
This unit is well advanced in the plan
ning stage and when fully developed it 
will provide 1,000,000 acres of new irri
gated land. in North Dakota, and will 
include canals, reservoirs, power plants, 
and · pumping plants. 

I should like to remind the Congress 
that many sections of the Plains areas 
are subject to recurring droughts. By 
the development of small areas scattered 
throughout the table lands of the mid
continent in irrigation and reclamation 
projects, the Government is stabilizing a 
very important economy. Let me re
mind tbe Congress that from these lands 
come most of your fine steaks and roasts. 
It is a difficult problem to maintain these 
herds in drought years, and the record 
reveals that there have been times when 
almost the entire number have been 
moved from the plains or killed due to 
lack of feed. 

This Congress has been called upon to 
make excessive appropriations to many 
of these areas in the past for relief pur
poses, and I cannot fail to remind you 
that if we have these recurring condi
tions of drought which are sure to come, 
the Congress will again be called upon 
to make these relief grants. They are 
only of a temporary and passing nature. 
While on the other hand, by the develop
ment of irrigation and reclamation 
areas you provide a plan by which these 
areas become self-sustaining. 

In these areas of irrigation, forage 
crops can be grown irrespective of the 
dry years, and the herds can be carried 
over from one year· to the other. Thus 
you sustain the economy of the local 
community and substantially improve 
the general welfare of the national pic
ture so far as food is concerned. 

The action of the committee in cut
ting the budget request and in restrict
ing the use of new funds to units now · 
in the construction stage will virtually 
stop all activity on the Missouri-Souris 
development. This includes Sheyenne 
Dam which was to have been the first 
feature started and which is urgently 
needed to alleviate municipal water 
shortages for a number of towns along 
the Sheyenne and Red Rivers. 

The Missouri-Souris unit holds more 
promise for the future prosperity of 
North Dakota than any other single 
development in the State's history. 

HEART RIVER 

Although funds are provided to per
mit the start of construction on a part 
Of the Heart River unit, there is no al
lowance for 'COntinuation of work lead
ing to construction of Dickinson Dam. 
This dam is urgently needed to provide 
municipal water for the city of Dickin
son, N.Dak. 

KNIFE RIVER 

The President had recommended 
funds to continue preparation of plans 
on the Knife River unit and the Mis
souri River pumping unit. No allow
ance is made by the committee for this 
work in the fiscal year 1948. 

CANNONBALL 

Elimination of the item affecting Can
nonball unit for which it was planned to 
use approximately $20,000 precludes the 
possibility of any work thereon in fiscal 
1948. 

GARRISON RESERVOm DIVERSION UNIT 

The item of $35,000 needed for work 
on the Garrison Reservoir diversion unit 
was also eliminated. 

I should like to call the attention of 
the Congress to the question of coopera
tion with other agencies. In examining 
this bill and the report of the committee, 
I note a restriction in the report which 
disturLs me considerably. The bill au
thorizes that the appropriation for the 
Missouri River Basin "shall be expended 
either independently or through or in 
cooperation with existing Federal and 
State agencies." That is as it should 
be and as it has been for the past 3 or 4 
years. This permits the Fish and Wild
life Service, the Geological Survey, and 
other bureaus that have a vital inter
est in the Missouri River Basin devel
opment to participate in the original 
planning so that all interesus may move 
forward together. 

r-ome very effective work has been 
accomplished by this coordinated ap
proach, and this plan should be con
tinued. In studying the committee's re
port, however, I find the following lan
guage: 

The committee has denied all funds re
quested for transfer to other bureaus for 
proposed cooperative work pertaining to 
their activities for which $3,850,000 was con
tained in the budget estt:mate, and has pro
vided that this amount shall be applied to 
work on units selected for construction un
der phase A. 

The people of my State and other 
States in the Missouri River Basin want 
a coordinated approach to river basin 
developments as the fish and wildlife 
resources in particular are of great value. 
North Dakota has more and better water
fowl refuges than any State in the Union, 
and many of these will be jeopardized or 
influenced by the river basin development 
unless the Fish and Wildlife Service is 
able to work closely with the Reclama
tion Service in the original planning 
stages. North Dakota has seven- large 
waterfowl breeding areas .where 175.000 
acres of marsh and upland have been 
restored. This includes the Souris River 
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development which has been made into · 
one of the finest duck-producing areas in 
the \!ountry. In addition to the Federal 
refuges, small refuges built o:n private 
lands under an easement arrangement 
have been developed on another 145,000 
acres. 

I understand that almost $3,500,000 
have gone into this program in North 
Dakota alone, anc' I want to see that this 
investment is protected through proper 
planning of the whole Missouri River 
water development program so that these 
values can be protected and new areas 
created wherever feasible. 

For this reason I would like to have 
the prohibition against the transfer of 
funds for the Missouri River develop
ment, as contained in the committee re
port, eliminated so that various bureaus 
in the Interior Department that have 
interests in this whole scheme, may con
tin ne to participate as they have in the 
past and as is clearly authorized in the 
bill. If the funds to be appropriated to 
Reclamation Service are insufficient to 
take care of the needs of the other 
bureaus, an additional · appropriation 
should be provided so that this coordi
nated study may go forward as it has in 
the past. 

GEOLOGICAL SURVEY 

Ground-water investigation: The 
elimination of all items in the bill re
lating to ground water activities for both 
cooperative and noncooperative work is, 
in :my opinion, a most serious action of _ 
the committee. • 

More than 85 percent of the people of 
North Dakota are totally dependent upon 
water obtaihed from underground 
sources by means of wells and springs 
for ·all their water needs. As the State 
receives 20 inches or less of rainfall per 
year, water is a scarce commodity. The 
problem of obtaining adequate water 
supplies of good quality is, therefore, a 
difficult one. Critical water problems 
have existed in the State for many years 
and large sums have been spent with 
only partial success in remedying the 
conditions. 

Recognizing that the Federal Survey 
is the only agency that has the trained 
staff that could render effective assist
ance, and because of the large interest 
of the Federal Government in advancing 
the public welfare by protecting the 
public health through the procurement 
of permanent water supplies of good 
quality, which are so essential in the 
maintenance of a sound economy, and in 
assuring sound and stable development 
of public water supplies, the State Geo
logical Survey in 1937 began cooperating 
with the Federal Survey on a small basis. 

mation available as to the nature and 
extent of their water recourse, the people 
are then in a sound position to go ahead · 
with water-supply developments without 
the continued waste of fUnds which has 
so frequently occurred heretofore. The 
selection of the type, plan, and design 
of the water-supply development is theR 
carried out by private consulting engi
neers who prepare the specifications and 
supervise the construction of the wells 
installed by the private well contractors. 

The Federal survey has at no time 
engaged in the construction of producing 
wells. Investigations under the present 
program are being mad·e in seven coun
ties in North Dakota-Barnes, Benson, 
Cass, Nelson, Steele,. Tram, and Wells
with very gratifying results. In Wells 
County, for instance, one small part of 
the study is estimated by the engineers 
for the town of Fessenden to have pro
Vided information that has saved the city 
$20,000. In this and other regions there 
had been constant haphazard and costly 
drilling of wells over a period of many 
years without obtaining a satisfactory 
water supply. Other localities such as 
those in the Vicinity of Minot and in 
Fargo, are benefiting great1y from the 
program. It is upon work such as this 
that the Federal. Government is able to 
provide vital assistance that can be ob
tained from no other source and it must 
be continued unless our national devel
opment is not to be seriously retarded. 
Th~ vast development program in the · 

Missouri River Basin, which has been au
thorized by Congress and which has pro
gressed to the construction stage in sev
eral units, can be successfully and eco
nomically completed only if adequate 
basic information on the quantities and 
quality of surface and ground water is 
available. As indicated in Senate Docu
ment 191 of the Seventy-eighth Congress. 

· reliable stream flow records covering 
sufficient time to reflect variations in 
flow are a prereqUisite to sound planning. 
to assure proper control and full utiliza
tion of the waters, to avoid waste of con
struction funds on the one hand and the 
hazards of water shortage, flood damages. 
and power shortages on the other. 

Similar data are required on the salt 
load to determine the siltation of reser
voirs and on chemical quality of· the 
water to determine its effect on the land 

· and on crops. Likewise, ground-water 
studies are needed to determine where 
irrigation and domestic supplies are 

. available for small communities and for 
farmsteads where surface supplies would 
constitute serious health hazards because 
it is not feasible to install plants for the 
purification of surface waters. The pat
tern of the water-bearing beds is ex
tremely complex, and haphazard drilling 
to discover water supplies would be very 

Since July 1945 the cooperation has 
been between the · State water commis
sion and the Federal Survey with the 
State geological survey acting as inter
mediary agent for the water commis
sion. The primary purpose of the co
operative work has been to obtain reli
able information on the ground-water 
conditions of the State, with attention 
being given first, as part of an integrated 
program, to those areas where problems 
were most critical and where the largest 
number of inhabitants could be most 
quickly benefited. With reliable bifor-

· costly. Exploratory drilling for water 
would likely result in more failures than 
successes unless it were based on sound 
investigation. 

xcm--252 

Ground-water investigations are also 
needed to determine the effect on ground
water resources that will result from 
reservoir construction and from irriga
tion where special care will be needed 
to avoid water logging and a. host of 
other problems. 

The cooperative State and Federal 
programs are entirely inadequate for 
these purposes. A greatly expanded pro
gram is needed to the end that project 
plans may be confirmed or modified on 
the basis of more complete information 
before construction is· started. 

The State Water Conservation Com
mission of North Dakota recently pur
chased a rotary well-drilling machine 
which has been used in ground-water 
investigations under the cooperative ar
rangement with the Geological Survey 
during the past 2 years. Under this co
operative arra;ngement the State puts up 
25 percent, the municipality ·25 percent, 
and the Federal Survey the other 50 per
cent of the funds, and in addition the 
State furnishes the well-drilling equip
ment. 

My State has cooperated with the Fed
eral Survey since 1938. and in the fiscal 
year 1946 drilled 41 test holes. and in 
fiscal1947 drilled 72 test holes. In those 
2 years; my State expended approxi
mately $40,000 for equipment and match
ing funds. The legislature has again 
appropriated $30,000 for cooperating 
with the Geological Survey in North Da-
kota for the next biennium. · · 

I just have information from the State 
water commission that at this time there 
are more than 50 applications from mu
nicipalities requesting test-hole drilling 
on a cooperative basis, and elimination 
of funds with which to carry on this 
work would seriously affect those com
munities where the matter of obtaining 
a domestic supply of water fs a serious 
problem of paramount importance. 

In the face of this demonstrated value, 
in the face of official statements from 
the United States Chamber of Commerce 
and the American Water Works Associa
tion, whose membership is composed of 
the engineers concerned in water-supply 
developments, and in the face of letters 
from hundreds of drillers testifying to 
the help received from the Geological 
Survey, the House Appropriations Com
mittee has reached the alarming decision 
that this work must be stopped. 

Apparently, this decision was reached 
largely on the representations of one 
man, a wen driller, whose statements 
have been shown to be without founda
tion in fact. If this . bill is passed in its 
present form, these activities will cease 
on June 30, millions of dollars invested 
in · ground-water developments will be 
endangered, and this highly ~rained 
group of specialists will be dispersed and 
largely lost to the Nation. Such wasteful 
economies can only lead to national eco
nomic bankruptcy. 

BUREAU OF r : INES 

The last item I wish to mention fs 
testing fuels in the Bureau of Mines 
budget. Included in this estimate is an 
item for lignite- and subbituminous-coal 
investigatio~. including the operation of 
a lignite gasification and drying plant at 
Grand Forks, N. Dak., and work at 
Golden, Colo., and the University of 
Texas. 

The plant at Grand Forks is loca~ 
on the university campus, the ground for 
which was transferred from North Da
kota to the United States Government. 
The university iS also providing free of 
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charge rooms and many other facilities. 
and Dean Harrington, of the department 
of engineering of · .. his school has given 
a large part of his time to this investiga
tion. 

This plant was constructed primarily 
for t~e purpose of utilizing lignite for the 
production of a high-hydrogen gas at low 
cost for use in the reducti_on of Minnesota 
iron ores to metallic iron without put
ting them through blast furnaces that 
require metallurgical coke that must be 
made from eastern coal. Such cheap 
commercial hydrogen also may be used 
for the production of nitrogen fertilizers, 
synthetic wood alcohol and other ma
terials used in the chemical industries. 

This program was set up on a con
tinuing basis and in order to realize the 
Government's investment therein, which 
now ts · about half a million dollars, it 
would seem only prudent business prac
tice to give this operation sufficient funds 
with which to carry forward ·the work 
begun to the end that the experiments 
conducted may be . proved. 

The reduction in the "testing fuels"· 
item from the estimate of $595,000 to 
$302,285 completely eliminates any possi
bility of continuing further work on lig
nite arid subbituminous coal at Grand 
Forks, N. Dak. This is the information 
received from the Bureau of Mines. The 
part of the Budget estimate for the Grand 
Forks plant was $190,760 and in reducing 
the item of $302,285 barely leaves enough · 
to carry on the regular work of testing 
and analyzing samples of coal in connec
tion with the purchase of coal used by the 
Government, leaving nothing for . the 
Grand Forks plant. 

Mr. KIRWAN. Mr. Chairman, l yield 
such time as he may desire to the gen
tleman from Montana [Mr. MANSFIELD l. 

Mr. MANSFIELD of Montana. Mr. 
Chairman, this measure calls for a 40-
percent cut in the funds for the Geolog
ical Survey mines and the elimination 
of the Oil and Gas Division. This re
duction will seriously cripple the Depart
ment's work in an area of vital impor
tance to the Nation at this stage of its 
economy. We are now desperately short 
of petroleum, copper, lead, zinc, and 
many other vital materials, materials 
absolutely indispensable to our expand
ing economy, and materials vital in a 
future emergency if" one should occur. 

We are today establishing ourselves as 
the great leader Nation of the world. 
At the same time we are virtually the 
only great bulwark against the forces of 
totalitarianism and socialism. .The 
achievements of this leadership was 
made possible not only by our idealism 
but by our great economic strength. 
That economic strength was achieved 
through an abundance of the basic mate
rials essential to our industrial economy. 
In providing the arsenal of democracy 
which supplied ourselves and our allies 
we made substantial inroads into our 
visible and immediately available re
serves of metals and minerals. While 
this does not mean that we have become 
a have-not Nation as the result of such 
expanded activities, it does mean that we 
must make gigantic e1Iorts to discover 
and develop some part of the substantial 
reserves which our more enlightened 
engineers tell us still exist in this great 

country of ours. Years of forced pro
duction in the face of manpower short
ages has made it impossible for our in
dustry to keep its developed reserves as 
far ahead of their production as it must 
do to maintain the high rate they are 
called upon to produce. This Govern
ment must do all in its power to en
courage and lead the basic materials in
dustries back to a production commen
surate with the needs of our manufac
turing industries in order that we can, 
insofar as we are able, maintain the 
economic strength that backs our ex
ternal operations. It does this through 
the agency of the Bureau of Mines and 
the Geological Survey. _ · 

The constant attention that we have 
been forced -to focus on international af
fairs has caused many of us to temporar
ily lose sight of the necessity of watching_ 
our internal economy so that it remains 
strong . enough to support our external 
obligations. We have just recently com
mitted ourselves to $400,000,000 for our 
economic and political operations in 
Greece and Turkey; we - are throwing 
$200,000,000 per year into the rehabilita
tion of our zone in Germany, to mention 
only two very essential activities. Yet 
we are · proposing today to slash the 
equivalent of just 3 percent o~ those two 
items alone from the appropriations of 
the two Government bureaus on whose 
services the Government depends for the 
administration and advancement of the 
basic raw materials industries, whose en
terprises supply the fodder for the manu
facturing industries the taxes from which 
will be required to support those very 
activities. 

Not only our' economic strength but 
our actual military security depends on 
careful planning for the use of our avail
able resources. We appropriated last 
year $100,000,000 for the stock piling of 
those materials which will always be in 
short internal supply in case of an emer
gency. The decisions for the expendi
ture of these funds are based on the sta
tistical and technical .work of the Bureau 
of Mines, which has asked for only $1,-
233,000 to cover all of its economic activi
ties, the fruits of which are used for many 
other governmental and industrial ac
tivities. Assuming that these statistics 
and the experts who assemble them were 
used for stock-pile planning alone, would 
any one of us say for a minute that 1 Y4 
percent is too much to spend on assur
ing the proper technical advice and in
formation on which to plan intelligent 
procurement? One error of judgment 
based on inadequate information could 
easily cause the expenditure of that 
amount of money needlessly or endanger 
our security. Yet I am told that the 
overworked staff of this Bureau, which 
in many cases can afford only one expert 
to cover a number of its multitudinous 
fields, is already behind in its tech
nological advice needed for intelligent 
procurement planning. 

In the face of these facts it would ap
pear to me that the Interior Department 
has been too modest in its requests for 
funds to cover these activities. If this 
Congress upholds the recommendation 
of the House Appropriations Committee 
on the curtailment of these activities, 
many of the technical brains which have 

been trained at great expense will be 
lost to the Government with the resulting 
actual loss of money going into ill-advised 
procurement of stock piles alone. 

Mr. KffiWAN. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Arizona 
[Mr. MURDOCK]. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, if I 
had 5 hours instead of 5 minutes, I could 
begin to discuss this bill and criticize it. 
In the few minutes furnished me, how
ever, I should like to point to bad fea
tures on reclamation, Indian education, 
and some of the omissions regarding the 
Bureau of Mines. 

When Chairman JoNES was presenting 
the case in the beginning of the discus
sion I asked a pointed question and was , 
not satisfied with his answer. I asked 
specifically why the Budget estimate of 
$18,000,000 for Davis Dam was cut ' to . 
$6,200,000. The answer was not satis
factory. I cannot take the time now to 
ask him the question again, but I want 
to elaborate on the question, and perhaps 
.the chairman or somebody on the com
mittee will answer it for ·me later. 

Why am I asking this? I think the an
swer given me which was unsatisfactory 
was, "Ask the President what he has 
done. He has frozen the funds.'' But I 
pointed out at the time, I recall, or as 
soon thereafter as I could, that the con
struction of Davis Dam has been going 
along regularly, according to schedule. 
There was no freeze on that. The point 
I wish to emphasize is that we are · ex
pected to build a $70,00Q,OOO dam as a 
treaty obligation in 5 years' time, and we 
cannot do that by appropriating six or 
seven m1llion dollars annually. 

Why are we expected to build this dam? 
Because a recent water treaty that we 
have entered into with MeXico requires 
this to be built within 5 years to carry 
out the obligation of that treaty. Do we 
intend to abrogate that treaty? Con
gress can abrogate a treaty by an act of 
Congress, an act of commission, or Con
gress can nullify a treaty by a.n act of 
omission. If we do not carry out that 
treaty we will abrogate it, which might 
please Mexico. 

I heard the gentleman from Nebraska 
ask a question a moment ago, "When 
the President of-Mexico comes up here 
he wants to borrow $25,000,000 for ir
rigation. Do you think he will get it?" 
I do not know about that, but I can tell 
you this. If Mexico borrows $25,000,000 
of us to carry on reclamation within the 
Republic of Mexico, I know a good place 
where they can carry it on. They can 
do it in the delta of the lower Colorado, 
where they have more than 1,000,000 
acres of delta land that may be irrigated 
if they had sufficient water. How can 
they get the water? The treaty that we 
recently adopted with them provides 1,-
500,000 acre-feet annually out of the 
Colorado River. If we abrogate that 
treaty, they can get twice that amount 
of water, and use it . profitably-Mexico 
demanded 3,000,000 acre-feet as well as 
the money to develop the land. That I do 
not want to see happen, because that robs 
our country of the water we ought to have 
for use in the Colorado River Basin. 

I said quite a bit about the lack of 
funds for investigation. I believe the 
committee is practicing birth control on 
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the Bureau of Reclamation when they 
cut off funds for general investigation. 
Reducing that item from $5,000,000 to 
$125,000 will kill many good projects be
fore they are begun. That is the worst 
blow of all. 

I notice in the committee's report on 
pages 15 and 16 that the:· recommend 
education for the Navajo Indian chil
dren. I notice they also say, "Let the 
State take care of education for the In
dian children." I want to call your at
tention to the fact that there are 17,000 
children of school age on the Navajo 
Indian Reservation, and less than 5,000 
of them are in school. The Navajo In
dian Reservation is about as large as the 
entire State of West Virginia, and it is 
impossible for the State of Alizona and 
the State of New Mexico to include these 
children in our public-school systems. 

But, by the cut which this bill contains, 
1,000 Navajo Indian children who are in 
boarding schools will be taken out of 
school. In other words, several boarding 
schools must be closed; one, I under
stand, at Santa Fe, one at Albuquerque, 
one at Riverside, or some place in Cali
fornia; and I am told that possibly the 
Indian school at Phoenix, Ariz., will be 
closed. 

I see the gentleman from Oklahoma in 
the Chamber, and he says there will be 
three boarding schools for Indians in his 
district that will be closed because of 
this. · 
. Gentlemen, that is false economy. 

From all over this country I am receiv
ing letters . and communications from 
thinking people asking, "What are you 
doing for the Navajo Indians? Why are 
they not getting the schooling promised 
them by treaty?" Similar questions are 
asked about other Indians. The Chris
tian people are more keenly alert to this 
very bad situation. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
to the gentlewoman from New Mexico 
[Mrs. LUSK] such time as she may re
quire. 

Mrs. LUSK. Mr. Chairman, as a pref
ace to my remarks, I offer the attached 
telegram from the Albuquerque, R Mex., 
Chamber of Commerce: 

ALBUQUERQUE, N. MEX., April 23, 1947. 
Hon. GEORGIA L. LUSK, . 

Member ot Congress, 
Washington, D. c.: 

Vigorously protest House Appropriations 
Committee proposed 47 percent budget cut 
which would wipe out all hope of reclama
tion irrigation, power and conservation de
velopment at this time so badly needed 
throughout Rio Grande Valley. To hamstring 
this development now by false economy can 
conceivably reduce this valley to America's 
second potential dust bowl. We urge no cut 
of reclamation funds. We deem such funds 
positively essential to preservation of human 
life and inhabitation in Rio Grande Valley. 

CHARLES C. BROOME, 
President, Albuquerque Chamber 

of Commerce. 

Mr. Chairman, I am deeply shocked by 
the action of the Appropriations Com
mittee on the funds for the Bureau of 
Reclamation. I cannot believe that the 
members of that committee are aware of 
the vital importance of reclamation de
velopments in the arid and semiarid 
States. In the 45 year~ since Congress 
enacted the ·first Reclamation Act, 50 

projects have been constructed to serve 
4,500,000 acres of irrigated lands. Those 
areas, which were vacant desert and 
sagebrush before the projects, are now 
highly productive farming areas, which, 
in 1946, yielded crops worth $500,000,000. 
The crops are desperately needed live
stock feeds, sugar beets, and fruits and 
vegetables required to maintain the high
standard diet in the United States. 
Those irrigated crops are not competi
tive with the production of other areas 
of the countrY, and they do not involve 
any of the surplus commodities, such as 
wheat, corn, or tobacco. The crops pro
duced on irrigated lands are a vital part 
of the economy of the Western States, 
and are the principal source of income 
which builds up the trade and interstate 
commerce drawing on the manufactured 
items and the basic food staples pro
duced in all other States of the Nation. 

The Bureau of Reclamation is the 
agency constituted by the acts of Con
gress to develop western water resources 
for irrigation and electric-power produc
tion. For 45 years the Bureau of Recla
mation has surveyed those western re
sources and reported on. them to the Con
gress with recommendations of the proj
ects needed to maintain western commu
nities and to provide the basis for bal
anced economic developmen:,. The Con
gress has authorized projects, with a to
tal cost of about $2,000,000,000. The ap
propriations 'for the construction ot those 
projects by the Bureb.U of Reclamation 
are returned .to the Treasury by the wa
ter users and the power consumers so 
that this western program is no ·drain on 
Federal finances. It i.s, in fact, a profit
able investment, because, in addition to 
securing the return of ·the construction 
costs, the Federal Government has gotten 
back several times that amount in in
creased income taxes that are paid by the 
project people as a result of the increased 
productivity of their land. I am in
formed that surveys show that those in
come taxes represent a 300-percent profit 
on the investment in Federal reclamation 
projects. 

My State of New Mexico is not wealthy. 
In several portions of the State, there are 
large numbers o! small farmers who must 
get their living from a few acres of land 
and incidental work when they cau get it 
on the railroads or as migratory labor in 
the beet fields of other States. There are 
also, in my State, large groups of Indians 
who do not have now enough agricultural 
land on their reservat!ons to support 
themselves, and, therefore, the Federal 
Government appropriates annually for 
their maintenance and livelihood. Rec
lamation projects now under study would 
greatly improve the farming lands of 
those people. Along the middle Rio 
Grande, projects are :ueeded to store the 
:floodwaters so as to provide assured irri
gation supplies and to re<!uce the d~mage 
from inundation. There is a desperate 
need for completion of those project 
studies so that proposals may be pre
sented to the Congress for authorizing 
the needed works. · 

In other States I know that the same 
need for project-planning work is as 
urgent to provide the factual basis for 
authorizations. In past years, the Con
gress has been fully aware of the need for 

project planning by the Bureau of Recla
mation. Last year, Congress appropri
ated $5,000,000 for this work, and in pre
vious years the appropriations were com
parable. As a result of that congres
sioilal action through the years, the 
Bureau of Reclamation has been able to 
inform the people of the Western States 
of the opportunities for reclamation de
velopment, and there have been pre
sented to the Congress, on a sound engi
neering basis, project plans which have 
led to authorization and construction. 
If the bill as reported by the committee 
should be enacted, all of that work would 
cease. There would be no information 
available to the Western States and to 
the Congress concerning the feasibility of 
additional projects and the economic 
basis for returning to the Treasury the 
costs of their construction. I know that 
that would be disastrous to my State of 
New Mexico and I feel sure that it would 
be equally disastreus to all 17 Western 
States. 

I cannot believe that the Congress will, 
by this bill, legislate out of existence the 
Federal program based on specific legis
lative authority which bas done more for 
the West than .any ·other Federal ac
tivity. Il.eclamation projects now in op
eration are the principal basis for in
come arid tax revenues. Additional 
projects are vital so that New Mexico 
and the other Western States can take 
their proper place in the national econ
omy. With that end In view, the project-

. planning work of the Bureau of Recla
mation must continue. The $5,000,000 
appropriation requested in the budget 
is a very modest figure, and should be 
the absolute minimum of the appropria
tions provided in the pending bill .. 

Mr. STOCKMAN. Mr. ChairmEJ,n, I 
yield 7 mlnu~es to the gentleman from 
Nebraska [Mr. CURTIS]. 

Mr. CURTIS. Mr. Chairman, I wish 
to speak for an adequate appropriation 
for the Bureau of Reclamation. My feel
ing in regard to this runs very deep. I 
have seen the hot winds blow across 
western and central Nebraska, leaving in 
their wake burned and withered crops. 
Some of the more fortunate sections of 
our country talk loud and long when 
they have a light crop. I have seen stur
dy, hard-working, and independent 
farmers face, not a small crop, but a 
total crop failure, not for a single year, 
but for as long as four, five, or six con
secutive years. To many people in the 
United States, the dust storms were 
something that they read about in the 
middle thirties. To my friends and 
neighbors in Nebraska they were a real 
experience. I have seen the dust blow 
so that in the middle of the day adult 
farmers would get lost in the :field and 
were unable to find their way to the 
house. Individuals were caught on the 
highway with their automobiles and 
found the storm so severe that they 
could not see the radiator cap on their 
car. This same territory that has suf
fered from drought and dust storms has 
had other 'years where the rainfall was 
ample and a fair crop could be raised. 
The soil is rich and deep and black. The 
streams in such a territory are a divine 
blessing and a source for a sound solu
tion for drought and dust storms. Yet 
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if these streams are uncontrolled and-un
managed that same region faces floods. 
The Republican River flows for approxi
mately 200 miles in southwestern Ne
braska. It is in the heart of the drought 
and dust ·bowl area, yet in 1935 we had a 
ter.rific flood that cost the lives of 110 
people and millions and millions of dol
lars in property loss. 

There are two ways to deal with this 
problem: One is by mean:; of relief, 
grants, and other temporary measures 
of like character. This is costly, waste
ful, ineffective, unwise, and temporary. 
The other plan is to develop the streams 
and' to prevent floods and store water for 
irrigation. This is an all-time solution, 
it is the economical answer, its benefits 
are manyfold. Much of the cost of such 
a program is reimbursable. It is not a _ 
part of our current costs of government 
and should not be so considered. 

Those people who are opposed to. irri
gation should come out ·of their shell and 
read the history of America. For the 70-
year period from 1850 to 1920, 5,000,000 
acres of new farm land were brought into 
production each year. At the present 
time 4 acres of farm land are. needed per 
capita. This means that for every in
crease in population of 1,000,000 we need 
to bring into production 4,000,000 acres 
of new farm land. Our public domain 
has·now been exhausted. The only place 
to which we can turn for more land and 
for more available farm sites is through 
.the expansion of irrigation . . It h;:ls well 
been said that tll~t . pax:t . of .t.h~ :United 
States west of the Mississippi River could 
not feed itself in peace or in war without 
irrigation. I am satisfied that it can Qe 
safely said that the entire United States 
could not feed itself without irrigation. 
With the exception of 2 or 3 years during 
the war, the United States has been an 
importer of food since the, middle twen
ties. We have imported more than we 
have exported. We have not fed 
ourselves. 

In order to make more farm homes 
avallable, expand production in the 
United States, provide a market for our
industrial centers, and ·strengthen us as 
a nation, a reclamation act was passed 
in 1902. I wish to quote from the first 
message to Congress in December 1901 of 
President Theodore Roosevelt: 

It is as right for the National Gover~ent 
to make the streams and rivers of the arid 
region useful by engineering works for the 
storage of water as to makE' useful the rivers 
and harbors of the humid regions by engi
neering works of .another character. 

• 
Tne reclamation and settlement of the arid 

lands will enrich every section of our r:ountry 
just as the ~ettlement of the Ohio and Mis
sissippi Valleys brought prosperity to the 
Atlantic States. 

The increased demand for manufactured 
articles wlll stimulate industrial production, 
while wider home markets and the trade of 
Asia wm consume larger food supplies and 
thus efi'ectually prevent competition with 
eastern agriculture. 

Indeed the products of irrigation will be 
consumed chiefly in mining and other indus
tries which would otherwise not come into 
existence at all. 

Our people as a whole w111 profit, for suc
cessful homemaking ts but another name tor 
upbullding of the Nation. 

Mr. Chairman, I think it is appropriate 
to point out that irrigation farmers are 
the only citizens who pay · any portion 
of the cost of developing our waterways 
or harbors. The Federal program for 
flood control is a 100 percent subsidy. 
The navigation interests repay no part 
of the tremendous cost of improving our 
streams for the purpose of navigation. 
Our -great wealthy cities, who boast of 
a harbor, do not repay the Federal Gov
ernment the tremendous cost for devel
oping such a harbor. 

President Roosevelt's successor, Wil
liam Howard Taft, likewise was a sup
porter of the extension of irrigation. 
Speaking at Spokane, Wash.,. September 
29, 1909, he said: 

The plan of the Government to reclaim the 
arid and semiarid lands manifested in the 
Reclamation Act . has been carried out most 
rapidly by the Bureau charged with its exe
cution. There are more than 30 projects 
which have been entered upon by the Rec
lamation Bureau, and I believe all of them 
are to be commended for their excellent 
adaptation to, the purpose for which they 
were erected, and for the speed with which 
the work has been done. 

The work· has been well done and reflects 
credit on the engineers that have had charge 
of it. 

Mr. Chairman, I wish to call to the 
witness stand a great Ohioan. A man 
whose home surroundings were not in
fluenced by the demon ·drought, yet ·he 
said: 

There is yet ·unappropriated· approxittla·tely' 
200,000,000 acres in the -public domain, 20,-
000,000 acres of which are known to be 
susceptible· of reclamation and (being) made 
fit for' homes by provision for irrigation. 

The Government has been assisting in the 
development of its remaining lands until 
the estimated increase in land values in the 
irrigated sections 1s full $500,000,000 and the 
crops of· 1920 alone on these- lands are · es-ti
mated at $100,000,000. Under the law au
thorizing these expenditures· for develop
ment the advances are to be repaid, and it 
would be good business fo" the Government 
to provide for reclamation of the remaining . 
20,00Q,OOO acres, in addition to expediting the 
completion of projects long under way. 

The above is from the message to 
Congress on December 6, 1921, of Presi
dent Wanen G. Harding. 

Here is what Calvin Coolidge said in 
a letter dated September 17, 1924: 

Some minor criticism has been made as 
to the policy of our unremitting deveiop
ment of these (reclamation) projects by those 
v;ho have thought we were already overpro
ducing in agricultural products. They feel 
that these projects should be· stayed until 
agricultural production had readjusted 
itself. 

These criticisms lie in the lack of under
standing that these projects take many years 
for development; that they furnish but a 
small portion of the increased food supply 
required even by our increased population; 
that the ut1lization of their supplies lies in 
the development of the West itself. 

It 1s my purpose to unremittingly stimu
late and encourage the development of these 
projects by every authority of the Federal 
Government. 

The Bureau of Reclamation has made 
a success of things because it has had 
the guiding hand of intelligent, well
trained, and sound engineers. It is no 

wonder· that Herbert Hoover, the engi
neer, was a stanch supporter of the ex
tension of irrigation. As President of 
the United States he enthusiastically 
supported the program of the Bureau of 
Reclamation. In a letter to the confer
ence of western governors held in Salt 
Lake City in the summer of 1930, Presi
dent Hoover said: 

The undertaking (reclamation) has been 
of great benefit to this region (the West) 
and has been the cause of adding much 
wealth to the Nation. 

If the fundamental facts are properly ap
praised, it seems certain that the arguments 
of opponents of Federal reclamation wlll find 
satisfactory answer and that they will no 
longE'r countenance the misleading informa
tion that is now being broadcast through dif
ferent · agencies. 

• 
. The projects themselves :furnish extensive 

markets. for manufactured goods as well as 
for farm products not raised under irriga
tion, and thus seem to afford material bene
fits, rather than detriment, to other sections.
It may be further said that crops raised un
der irrigation are generally supplemental to, 
rather than competitive with, the products 
of other farms. 

• • • No valid arguments appear to 
oppose this constructive Federal undertak
ing. Rather support should be given in the 
light of the contribution to the Nation's 
good. 

While our reclamation program was 
'initiated and developed by the Republi
can Party, it is not a partisan matter. 
Nebraskans of all POli~ical faiths are sup
po:rt~rs of ir,r.igation. It has always been. 
suppprted by men of all parties who have 
investigated the problem with which rec
lamation deals. I predict that the money 
spent under the· Roc.:;evelt administra
tion .for the extension of irrigation will 
prove to be the soundest and most en
during of all expenditures made in that 
era. When money is spent on things 
that do not lead· to the production of 
new wealth its value is limited. It is not 
so with th~ development of irrigation. 
It supplants drought with adequate mois
ture, poverty with a reasonable living, 
and citizens on relief with citizens who 
are substantial taxpayers. It does all of 
these things in addition to the fact that 
a large portion of the principal cost of 
construction is repaid directly. When 
the. National Reclamation Association 
met in Boise, Idaho, in 1933, President 
Franklin Roosevelt wrote: 

Reclamation as a Federal policy has proven 
its worth and has a very definite place in 
our economic existence. Spread over one
third of the territory of the United States 
and creating taxable values and purchasing 
power affecting municipal, State, and Fed
eral governments and private industry, it 1s 
only reasonable that we should all take pride 
in its achievements and success. 

When the drought and dust storms 
came in the thirties, President Roosevelt 
visited Nebraska on hi:: tour of the 
stricken region. One of his stops was 
at McCook, Nebr., on the Republican 
River. President Roosevelt rightfully 
recognized that the answer was in the 
utilization of our water resources. In a 
letter of October 1938, President Roose
velt said: 

The providing of new opportunities to 
make homes and gain decent livings tor a 
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large number of our farmers through irriga
tion of western deserts serves to increase the 
wealth of the Nation and to cement us eco
nomically in to a more perfect whole. 

I have felt concern for the large number 
of famllies which have been forced by 
drought and adversities from their homes in 
various sections. The construction now in 
progress in the West will, in part, solve the 
problem. 

The fact tha.; these projects are expected 
to repay the cost of their construction, 
through revenues from water and from 
power, whet. power is . possible of develop
ment, 1::: not to be overlooked nor underesti
mated. This makes it possible for me to 
justify expenditures on a scale commensurate 
with the needs for such work. 

The scores of dams, the thousands of 
miles of canals, the many power plants, and 
the thousands upon thousands of homes 
which have resulted from Federal reclama
tion are monuments to the sound · plan 
which Is being so ably executed by the De
partment of the Interior through the Bureau 
of Reclamation. 

Mr. Chairman, when I appeared be
fore the Appropriations Committee urg
ing an appropriation for irrigation, I 
pointed out that the Federal Govern
ment had spent and loaned in one way 
or another over $25,000,000. to relieve 
the distress in the counties that com
prise the Republican River Basin. This 
amounts to an average of $2,458 for 
every farm family in the watershed. 
The drought will come. again, for it is an 
area of insufficient rainfalL These ex
penditures have not solved the problem, 

. the solution · is ·the · utilizatio.n of the 
water of our streams. Herein lies pro
tection against floods. and the storage of 
water to · be applied ·on the land for .the 
growing crops. This is the wise and eco
nomj.cal solution. It means the saving 
of dollars, the saving of water, the sav
ing of soil, and the saving of a great 
P~~a . 

Shortly after I came to Congress in 
.1939, the west co.ast, particularly Cali
fornia, was disturbed over their relief 
load, school expenses, and other heavy 
charges by reason of the fact of the mi
gration of thousands of families to tnat 
part of the Nation. They caused this 
House ·to create a select committee to 
investigate the interstate migration of 
destitute persons. A great portion of 
these· people came from the drought area. 
Believing that the answer was not more 
and better Federal relief programs, but 
in combatting drought, I sought and ob
tained a place on that special committee. 
It was headed by the distinguished gen
tleman from California, Mr. John Tolin. 
The committee found that the primary 
cause for the disruption of these Ameri
can families was drought and that the 
solution was the extension of irrigation. 

Nebraska is where the Middle West, 
with its ample rainfall, and the arid West 
meet. This is generally true of the 
greater portion of the Missouri River 
Basin which comprises one-sixth of the 

· area of the United States. It has not 
received its share of the Nation's recla
mation development. It may have been 

. partly because, in the years gone by, 
many of our people and their representa
tives hoped that the rain would come, 
while the people a little farther west knew 
that it would not. One of the first irri
gation projects built by the Bureau was 
in Nebraska. It was started in 1902. 

That locality is now a rich, thriving, 
thickly settled,· prosperous section of our 
·country. The United States Government 
has collected and will continue to collect 
millions and millions and millions of 
dollars in income taxes in this irrigated 
section. This prosperity is due to -irri
gation. We, in Nebraska, are grateful for 
some much-needed and successful irri
gation development under PW A, but the 
Bureau of Reclamation has not built any 
projects in Nebraska in the last 40 years. 
Other semiarid spots of Nebraska which 
were similarly situated in 1902 with the 
portion that received development in ir
rigation have not moved ahead like 
that irrigated section. They have not 
provided homes for the additional thou
sands of people, they have not paid the 
millions and millions of dollars in in
come taxes, they have not provided the 
huge market for the products of our in
dustrial centers. The cost of developing 
this irrigation in Nebraska in 1902 has 
been repaid many times. 

Work is now unC:ier way by the Bureau 
of Reclamation in the Republican Valley. 
This is an important part of the Mis
souri Basin program. That program is 
sometimes referred to as the Pick-Sloan 
plan. As a member of the Committee on 
Flood Control, I introduced the resolu
tion, back in 1943, that brought forth 
the plan of the Army Engineers known 
as the Pick plan. At the same time, the 

.. Bureau of Reclamation undertook their 
basin-wide plan for the Missouri The 
House of Representatives approved the 
Pick plan .and . authorized it by law. 
When: the bill reached the Senate, the 
Sloan plan was added to the Pick plan 
and thus was evolved the joint Army-

. Bureau plan for the Missouri Valley. I 
served as one·. of the . conferees on that 

·measure. .The confe~ence accepted the 
combined plan and t~e program for flood 
control and irrigation ·for the Missouri
River Basin became law in December 
1944. 

Nebraska is the only State -that lies 
entirely within the Missouri River Basin. 
Construction work by both the Army and 
the Bureau of Reclamation is now under 
way on the Republican River. The bill 
before us today is the appropriation bill 
for the Bureau of Reclamation. The ap
propriation bill carrying the Army funds 
will come before us at a later time. Last 
year the Committee on Appropriations 
of the House of Representatives recom
mended an appropriation of $10,000,000 
for the Bureau ·of Reclamation for the 
Missouri River Basin. It was raised by 
the Senate and there was finally appro
priated $17,500,000. In the bill before 
us today, the House Committee on Appro
priations has recommended nearly the 
same amount as they did a year ago. I 
am informed that when the new year 
begins July 1, there will be an unex
pended balance of $10,000,000 for the 
Missouri River Basin from previous ap
propriations. 

Nebraska's share of this construction 
money will be spent in the Republican 
River Basin. The Frenchman-Cam
bridge project consists of the Enders Dam 
and a dam on Medicine Creek, north of 
Cambridge, plus diversion dams· and 
canals. The contract for the Enders 
Dam was let some months ago. It was 

for the sum of $4,109,927. This is ap
proximately 20 percent below the original 
estimate made by the Bureau. The en
tire Frenchman-Cambridge project is 
-estimated to cost $19,839,039. 

One other project on the Republican . 
River is being constructed by both the 
Army and the Bureau. The Army is 
building the large on-river dam. The 
Army calls this the Harlan County Dam. 
Since the bill before us today does not 
deal with Army money, the figures quoted 
do not pertain to the Army's portion of 
this job. In addition to the Harlan 
County Dam, which is for both flood con.,. 
trol and irrigation, there will be the di
version dams and canals to be built by 
the Bureau of· Reclamation. The Bureau 
refers to this project as the Bostwick 
project. The Bostwick project will con
sist of the Superior-Courtland, Franklin, 
Red Cloud, Scandia, and Republican sub
units. The total cost for this Bostwick 
project is• estimated by the Bureau of 
Reclamation to be $15,774,523. Again 
let me state that these figures do not in
clude Army appropriations for the Harlan 
County Dam. It might be in the interests 
of clarity to refer to this joint project as 
the Harlan County-Bostwick project. 

There are other portions of the pro
gram for the Republican River Basin 
that have not yet reached the construc
tion stage. This does not mean that they 
ar.e less meritorious. Due to the extreme 
drought inherent to the Republican River 
Basin and the very continUing danger of 
floods, our efforts must not stop untU 
every possible acre of land that can be 
irrigated is irrigated and until the great
est .possible degree of flood protection iS 
provided . 

The Bureau of Reclamation was 
created to bring water to the -soil where 
the rainfall was insufficient. If there 
ever were any projects that fall clearly 
and distinctly within the original purpose 
for which ·the Bureau was created it is 
these Republican River projects. Com
pared to huge river developments else
where and compared to some of' the 
gigantid:projects throughout the country 
these developments are small. The engi
neers have not found the production of 
power to be feasible on this stream. They 
are farmers' projects. A great portion of 
the money advanced to the Government 
will be repaid by farmers. They will be 
operated by farmers and the water will 
be used on family-sized farms. It will 
make possible many new farm sites for 
returned veterans and others. This de
velopment should have first claim on any 
funds that are given to the Bureau of 
Reclamation, because the Bureau was 
created to bring water to the farmers' 
land in areas where the rainfall is in
sufficient. 

Projects such as these are in the inter
est of long-range economy. A consider
able portion of these funds are repaid to 
the Treasury of the United States. To 
that extent, at least, these items should 
not be considered as any part of the cur
rent costs of Government. To slow up 
their construction is wasteful. It means 
more overhead and it delays the time 
when the benefits will start, resulting in 
increased taxes and repayments to the 
~reasury. It is both necessary and sound 
that these projects move forward. In 
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that connection I have two suggestions. 
They are: 

First. The appropriation for the Bu
reau of Reclamation for the Missouri 
River Basin will have to be increased be
fore the Congress completes its work on 
this measure. · 

Second. A permanent, long-range pro
gram must be worked out whereby the 
reimbursable part of reclamation proj
ects can be financed by the Reconstruc
tion Finance Corporation and not carried 
as a cash appropriation item. 

It is my information that the rural
electrification program is financed by 
the RFC and that it is not counted in the 
annual budget of the Government. The 
record for repayment for-REA is good 
and this arrangement is right. It is a 
Government loan and not an expenditure 
for the operating costs of Government. 
The Bureau of Reclamation's expendi
h :.res, which are repaid to the Treasury, 
do not represent the running expenses 
of this Government. They constitute a 
loan. These loans should be made by the 
RFC. If a hard-up and failing business 
corporation gets an RFC loan it is not 
handled as a cash appropriation by the 
Congress and the issue of budget balanc
ing does not enter into it. Such loans 
have been made to banks, manufactur
ing concerns, railroads, hotel corpora
tions and practically every type of busi
ness. Why should not the loan part of 
reclamation be financed in the same 
manner? The answer is, it should. This 
Congress should write such a program 
before another fiscal year rolls around. 

I do riot suggest that the RFC be an 
additional agency to pass upon a recla
mation program. The control of both 
money and RFC credit ::.hould remain in 
the hands of the Congress. An account
ing should be made to the Congress and 
expenditures should be scrutinized to 
prevent waste and keep the cost down. 
Then when the Congress makes a cash 
appropriation to run the Bureau of Re
clamation and to carry the nonreimburs
able parts of the construction program, 
they would at the same time make 
mandatory provisions for the extending 
of stated amounts of RFC credit. Until 
such a financing program is worked out, 
wasteful delays must not be permitted 
nor prolonged overhead invited. The 
program of extending irrigation must go 
on and an adequate appropriation should 
be made therefore. 

Mr. i-c.OONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the distinguished gentleman 
from Oklahoma [Mr. ALBERT]. 

Mr. ALBERT. Mr. Chairman, I be
lieve if every Member of the House will 
seriously consider the proposed $3,856,-
000 cut in the budget estimates for the 
"Education of Indians" he will join me 
in regretting this action. This repre
sents a reduction of $2,000,000 with re
spect to appropriations for the fiscal year 
1947. If increases based on the Pay Act 
an taken into account, the cut amounts 
to an actual reduction of $2,889,700. 
Unfortunately, these cuts come at a time 
when food and other costs have reached 
an all-time peak. ' 

You will pardon my reference to my · 
own State if I say that Oklahoma has 
more Indians than any other State in the 
Union. We are proud of our. Indian 

population. We are proud of the prog
ress they have made. They have dis
tinguished themselves in every field of 
endeavor. One of our own and most 
beloved colleagues, the distinguished 
gentleman from Oklahoma [Mr. STIG
LER], is of Choctaw Indian descent. To 
my own knowledge at least two members 
of the Flve Tdbes of Oklahoma won 
the Medal of Honor for "heroism above 
and beyond the call of duty" in World 
War II. Such progress, of course, is 
largely the result of education. 

I do not like to single out my own 
State, for what I have said, and will say, 
will apply equally to many other States, 
particuJarly Montana, South Dakota, 
New Mexico, Arizona, and others. How
ever, in swinging the so-called Repub
lican economy ax the committee has seen 
fit in its report to refer specifically to 
the State of Oklahoma. From page 15 
of the report I quote these words: 

The committee is aware of the fact that 
the Congress could spend unlimited fun_ds in 
the -support. and education of this group. It 
wishes to point out, however, that the States 
have some obligation to the Indians and that 
some aid cpuld and should be extended by 
local communities. In some States, such as 
Oklahoma, the State is · obligated to provide 
educational facilities fo:r all citizens. For 
these reasons the committee has made sub
stantial reductions in many items in the 
bill for administration as well as for educa
tion and reli'ef purposes. 

Oklahoma, of course, does not deny its 
·obligations to any citizens. In its high 
schools and colleges, and to a great ex
tent in all its schools, Oklahoma has 
provided educational opportunities and 
facilities for all citizens, including its 
Indians. 

Under various solemn treaties under 
which Indians were driven from their 
native homes; under acts of Congress, 
and under the ordinary rules of · justice, 

- the Federal Government has through 
the years assisted in the education of 
Indians who looked forward to the day 
when all restrictions might be lifted from 
their population. This educational as
sistance has been rendered through the 
establishment of reservation and non
reservation, boarding schools . and day 
schools, through financial aid to school 
districts and to missionary schools, and 
to a limited extent through scholarships 
in special cases. If I construe this bill 
properly, its enactment will result in 
the reduction of expenditures in just 
about every item except with respect to 
aid to mission schools. 

In the time allotted to me, I would like 
to discuss briefly the matter of aid to 
school districts and the matter of non
reservation boarding schools. It should 
be remembered that the enabling act 
under which Congress made provision for 
the admission of Oklahoma to the Un
ion, restrictions were placed on Indian 
lands and large quantities of lands were 
exempt from State or local taxation for 
all purposes. The same situation is true 
in many other States where most Indians 
live on nontaxable lands and, therefore, 
do not contribute to the support of 
schools. It is obvious that in districts 
in which many acres of tax-exempt lands 
are located, it would throw an unusual 
burden on other taxpayers, if they were 
required to carry the ·entire load of sup-

.. 
porting their local schools. It appears 
from the report tha.t in writing this bill, 
the committee has not taken this matter 
into account and has departed from a 
long established practice of granting as
sistance, which was little enough at 
most, to schools serving Indian pupils. 
Unfortunately this cut touches many 

, districts which have been struggling for 
years to maintain even minimum stand
ards of elementary education. 

In the establishment of nonreserva
tion board schools, our Government has 
taken care of cases that could be taken 
care of in no other manner. They are 
limited to orphan children·, to children 
from broken homes, and to children who 
reside so far from ordinary schools that 
attendance at such schools is impossible. 
They are limited to children whose par
ents have no financial means of keeping 
them in school. They are only placed in 
these boarding schools when all other ef
forts to place them in homes or in other 
appropriate institutions have failed. 
There can be no doubt under this bill 
that all of these schools will be curtailed, 
and some of them may be closed entirely. 

In view of salary raises, or the 40-hour 
week, and increased commodity costs, 
these cuts cannot be absorbed by opera
tional economies. I have known chil
dren who have graduated from these 
schools. They have uniformly made fine 
substantial citizens. Mr.; Chairman, in 
all these cases, these are students who 
have had no other chance to get an edu
cation. To cripple such a program would 
appear to me to be penny-wise and 
pound-foolish. Right now this Congress 
is in the midst of considering an authori
zation of $350,000,000 for relief in for
eign countries. Shall we deny a pitiful 
1 percent of this amount to assist, where 
assistance is sorely needed, in the care 
and education of the children of our 
original Americans? 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the Delegate from Aiaska 
[Mr. BARTLETT]. 

Mr. BARTLETT. Mr. Chairman, as 
the entire delegation from the great Ter
ritory of Alaska, although not a voting 
delegation, I would like to enter my bid 
now on a nonpartisan basis to be cut in 
on any deals that might be floating 
around. I am imbued with the spirit of 
compromise. 

Seriously, Mr. Chairman, I am not 
happy with all the provisions of this bill 
and I expect to detail the reasons why 
I am not. I should be less than fair, 
however, if I were not to state here 
that the distinguished Chairman and 
members of the committee have, gen
erally speaking, dealt most fairly with 
Alaska. They have recognized its na
tional importance, they have recognized 
that it is at the strategic crossroads of 
the world. Dollar-wise, Mr. Chairman, 
this bill contains more for the Territory 
of Alaska than last year's bill and we are 
grateful for that. We are especially 
grateful that the committee saw fit to 
report the bill with an item of $4,000,000 
for the rehabilitation and reconstruction 
of the Alaska Railroad. That is work 
that has long needed to be done. The 
War Department made an urgent · rec- -
ommendation that it be started without 
delay. The needs of the Army in the 
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Territory are such that-the, railroad must 
be put in first-class .shape-with ,the least 
possible delay and that work can now 
be started under th~ provision& of this 
bill. ' . 

I am extremely happy to note that 
the Geological Survey is given funds 
over and above those available for the 
current fiscal year for l:lnlocking the 
mineral storehouse that Alaska is. 

The bill does not contain enough money 
for the enforcement of laws and regula
tions having to do with .the Alaska Fish
ery, the bill does not contain money 
enough for the enforcement of game laws, 
but I do not think that is fundamentally 
a fault of this committee. Alaska pro
duces 80 percent and more of the entire 
world's pack of salmon. It is a great 
Alaska resource, it is a great national 
resource, it must be protected, and I 
think it is the duty of the executive 
arm of our Government to come before 
the Congress with an adequate program 
for the protection of and building up of 
that valuable resource. The same is true 
with respect to requests for the enforce
ment of game laws. That is a Federal 
responsibility now. I do not think the 
executive arm of the Government has 
ever asked this Congress for enough 
money to insure adequate protection for 
the great herde of caribou and moose in 
the Territory of Alaska, for the Alaska 
brown bear, and for the other animals 
which have a value over and above that 
which can be expressed in terms . of 
dollars. 

In the general items not ·specifically 
referring to Alaska, Mr. Chairman, the 
funds are inadequate to maintain for 
the next fiscal year the fishery laboratory 
at Ketchikan. I think that is poor econ
omy because that laboratory has been 
a most valuable work in connection with 
utilizing fishery products in Alaska that 
are not now commercially marketed. 

Over and above all things, that which 
concerns me about the bill as it relates 
to Alaska, Mr. Chairman, is the fact that 
there has been a rather substantial re
duction in the budget estimate for the 
Alaska Native Service. In that connec
tion I should like to say to the members 
of the committee that I only regret that 
you did not have the opportunity this 
year as you did last year to have before 
you personally Mr. Don C. Foster, the 
very able Superintendent of the Alaska 
Native Service. If he could have testified 
I feel confident that the bill would have 
been more liberal with respect to the 
needs of the Indians, the Eskimos, and 
the Aleuts of Alaska. 

In development of the great national 
resource which is Alaska there is a con
tinuous need for intelligent direction. 
As a Territory we are prevented from giv
ing that direction ourselves to the many 
problems which are involved, and the di
rection must be furnished, in large meas
ure, by the Secretary of the Interior and 
his immediate staff. 

The deep and undiscriminating cuts 
recommended for the Office of the Secre
tary would be particularly harmful to 
Alaska. They would be harmful not only 
to the people of 'the Territory of Alaska 
who expect soon to be the citizens of the 

State of Alaska-but they would be 
doubly harmful to the thousands of young 
veterans still in the States and who, with. 
the traditional pioneer vision that has 
made this country so great, are making 
their plans and preparations to go to 
Alaska to live. 

Our knowledge of a large part of even 
the most attractive parts of Alaska is 
still fragmentary. It cannot be denied 
that it is a proper and a necessary func
tion of the Government to conserve this 
great natural resource. To the per
formance of that function we must bring 
the true conservative spirit--namely, to 
use our assets wisely today, while think
ing of the needs of tomorrow. If, there
fore, today we deny to our Government 
the very instrument which we have de
signed to assure the prudent develop
ment of Alaska, then tomorrow the 
hoped-for population will not be there
or it will be only a disappointed, embit
tered remnant of the group of young 
pioneers whose hope and courage will 
have carried them up there without the 
expert guidance which this Congress 
again and again promised them while 
they were offering their blood and their 
lives in defense of -their country. 

I have mentioned the Office of the 
Secretary particularly. In that office 
there is located the Division of Terri
tories and Island Possessions, whose ap
propriation for the coming year has been 
cut by the committee a fourth below the 
amount that agency received for the 
present fiscal year. I am acquainted 
wit~ the work load being borne by thls 
division at the present time. Inquiries 
reaching the division from citizens, par
ticularly veterans, living all over the 
United States and from every place. 
where our armed forces are still sta
tioned, number in the thousands. From 
this division the citizens who expres[ in
terest in going to Alaska get intelligent 
and informed answers to their questions. 
The division is doing a real job of sen
ice in aiding the development of a 
broader economy and a larger population 
in Alaska. I know that the facilities of 
the Division of Territories are already 
taxed to the limit in handling this work. 
It is neither an economy or good sense 
to require the reduction of stat! which 
will be necessary should the Interior bill 
as reported by the House committee pass 
in that form. 

The bill, as reported, would abolish 
entirely the Division of Power. Alaska 
is just beginning to receive from this 
division substantial assistance in meet
ing the power problems which confront 
a rapidly developing area. This cut 
which would produce a saving which is 
infinitesimal in the whole picture of 
Government expenditures will have real 
and highly unfortunate consequences 
as far away as Alaska. 

The Congress ha8 prescribed in great 
detail the land and mineral policies to be 
followed in Alaska. The solicitor of 
Interior with a carefully chosen small 
stat! has the final responsibility of as
suring that the activities of the Depart
ment of the Interior and of the Govern
ment as a whole conform to these con
gressional requirements. To slash his 
small staft by more than a third would 

be to place upon the solicitor a task 
practically impossible of performance. 

Hundreds of thousands of square miles 
of public domain in Alaska containing 
forest resources whose commercial 
volume is estimated at 225,000,000,000 
board feet have been protected in the 
past by an or~anization known as the 
Alaska Fire Control Service. An item of 
$170,00'1 requested for this service in the 
next year has been disallowed. 

The appropriation for the Alaska Na
tive Service which has responsibility for 
the health, welfare, and educ.ation of 
about one-third the people of Alaska has 
been reduced by the committee by 
$819,000. This will mean that many 
establishments including schools, hospi
tals, nursing-stat! stations and tubercu
losis sanitoriums will have to be closed. 

Alaska, which has less than 3,000 miles 
of roads in an area one-fifth as large as 
the entire United States, is never going 
to be developed as the Nation should in
sist it be developed in the interests of 
National defense, as well as domestic 
progress, unless the highway system of 
the Territory is expanded materially. 
The bill as reported by the committee 
would reduce by $603,000 the modest 
funds sought for maintenance, repair, 
and construction of roads. 

Alaska's principal wealth is the fisher
ies industry which, over the past half 
century. has contributed something like 
$50,000,000 annually to the prosperity of 
the Nation. We thought that up until n. 
few years ·ago the salmon fishery was at 
a level which could be maintained indefi
nitely, but for the past half c:ozen years 
it has !Jeen declining steadily. The de
cline is due to the lack of sufficient per
sonnel and equipment to enforce the fish
eries and game conservation regulations. 
The cut recommended by the committee 
will mean the closing of a fisheries re
search laboratory operated by the Fish 
and Wildlife Service at Ketchikan, 
Alaska, the only research institution ·lo
cated in Alaska and dealing with the 
problem of obtaining a more intelligent 
utili~at;on of those rich resources. 

I am sure the Congress is. awarL of the 
fact that Alaska is not standing still. 
Our population is increasing from month 
to month Our problems, too, are in
creasing. It happens that most of these 
problems under the territorial system fall 
to the Department of the Interior to 
solve. To my mind, the Department has 
never been equipped by Congress with 
the tools which it really needs to do the 
job in Alaska which must be done to 
develop that great land for the future 
generations who will live there and for 
the people of the United States, includ
ing Alaskans. No· , the committee pro
poses to-take some of even these few tools 
out of the hands of the Department and 
to weaken the Federal effort in the Ter
ritory. With the Nation in its present 
situation with respect to the rest of the 
world and with Alaska occupying so im
portant a place in that situation, it be
hooves the Congress not to weaken but 
to strengthen the hand of its chief 
administrative agency in Alaska. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I yield 15 minutes to the gentleman from 
Washington [Mr. HoLllriEsl. 
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Mr. HOLMES. Mr. Chairman, the 
West is steeped in the tradition of re
claiming arid lands and developing natu
ral resources. It is a part of us. We 
have lived with it for years. We have 
worked, and worked hard, in a pattern 
of repayment to our Government for 
benefits received. We have seen dust 
changed to green pastures, and sagebrush 
to truck gardens and orchards through 
an enlightened self-interest program of 
irrigation and reclamation. In 1902 the 
Reclamation Act was passed. It was in
augurated, supported, and put through 
by Theodore Roosevelt and the Repub
lican Party. The program has been car
ried on by both parties ever since. It is 
a question of national policy and has 
been the policy for many years. 

The wealth-building power of this pro
gram has been prodigious, both through 
the increase of production and the build
ing of taxable wealth. 

The most valuable. commodity on the 
face of the earth is bringing water onto 
the rich volcanic soil of the West. The 
State ·of Washington feels and knows 
through direct experience the fact that 
we have the .collateral and we pay back. 

I will place the record of the reim
bursable features of Government money 
spent in the Western States and the z:e
payment of these moneys for water con
trol and .development against any sec
tion of our country. I can cite you one 
valley in the State of Washington that 
in 40 years of reclamation history is not 
delinquent one cent in its repayments 
to the. Government and has produced in 
crops alone three times the value of the 
gold take of the Klondike. 

I can cite you one town in the same 
State that has a drawing this week of. 
1,500 applicants for 28 homesteads on 
newly brought in irrigated land. All of 
these applicants are World War n vet
erans, and the drawing this week will 
award homesteads to 28 out of 1,500 ap
plicants, who in turn were 1,500 out of 
10,000 inquiries from every State in the 
Union. . 

Do you call it economy n·ot to offer 
credit to develop this great · ·collateral? 
Do you call it economy not to provide 
generators for dams already built and sit
ting there waiting to manufacture power 
to start repaying their cost? Is that a 
wise use of money? 

Yes; some of you may think that the 
West is not carrying its share of the bur
'den. For Government moneys invested 
in the Western States, 50 percent-is reim
bursable, while for the rest of the country 
it is one-sixth to one-seventh reimburs
able. 

Is it economy to start these projects, 
invest millions in them, develop them 
from their elementary stages on through 
to where they are just beginning to make 
money and then deprive them of their 
ability to pay back? 

It would be similar to starting a busi
ness, getting it-up to its producing stage 
and tl:ien deciding to quit. 

We are not asking for promiscuous 
spending of money. We are asking for a 
capital investment. And we are not the 
least bit afraid of our ability to pay back 
the amount advanced. And, as a specific 
example, I offer you the record of irriga
tion in my State to prove our confidence. 

On February 14, 1947, the last pay
ment on the Tieton project was made to 
Secretary Krug. All costs of construction 
were paid off-lock, stock, and barrel-in 
37 years, an area comprising 27,000 
acres, whose average gross per-acre yield 
last year was around $840. 

You cannot meet these arguments, 
Members of the House, the proof is in the 
pay-off. I should think it would stir the 
very cockles of your hearts to want to 
have a part in building these investments 
with the people of the West, where there 
is the climate, where there is the soil, 
where the program will bring the water, 
and where your own fellow countrymen 
are clamoring for a chance at the ratio of 
1,500 to 28. I should think that you 
would want enthusiastically to build that 
wealth for the Nation. 

All peoples benefit. Why; some of the 
projects were so important during the . 
war that the War Production Board al- · 
lowed strategic materials to go into their 
construction, and through their produc
tion of power and produce they made one 
of th~.; most astounding records. of any 
of the segments of our economic system. 
Look at aluminum and light metals and 
their alloys. ... .oak at the production of 
foodstuffs. Look at them through the 
actual facts wh'ch I want to present fur
ther to prove my contentions. 

·During the life of the Tieton project 
referred to, between the ·years of 1910 
and the present, the Northwest and 
Nation have been richer by $157,000,000 
from crops produced on: ·this project. 
This represents 45 times the cost of con
structing it. This does not even include 
the amount of taxable wealth that has 
been built through the use of the original 
construction moneys. 

The entire Yakima Federal reclama
·tion project has repaid approximately 
one-half of its repayment contracts. 

Since 1919 the Yakima project, em
bracing 350,000 acres of irrigated land, 
has produce<i $819,100,000 in crops, or 
more than 20 times the construction 
cost of the pro-ject. The 1946 return 
alone on this project was $76,056,000, or . 
nearly twice the Federal expenditure. 

The Sunnyside division of the Yakima 
project from 1907 to 1946 has produced 
$234,000,000 in crops, or 48 times the 
total construction cost, which is $4,885,-
442. The average annual production for 
these years is 1.14 times the total cost of 
the ·irrigation works of this division. 

The Roza division of this project, 
which is not yet all irrigated, from 1941 
to 1946 grew crops valued at $15,366,000, 
or an amount approximately equiva
lent to the cost of the project-and let 
me add that this division of t;he project 
not yet fully constructed has already 
made its first payment back to the Fed
eral Government. 

The Columbia Basin lands are right 
next to them; the climate is the same, 
and the soil is the same quality, the po
tential possibilities are the same, and 
in order to guide your wisdom for future 
action, I present you the record of the 
past. We have the collateral. You 
have the power of extending the loan; 
we w1ll pay for it, and promptly. 

The budget request for this Columbia 
River Basin project was $27,500,000, cut 

by appropriations to not quite $9,500,000. 
We -have in that area an investment of 
approximately $200,000.000 in the Grand 
Coulee Dam and subsidiary construction. 
With' the appropriations granted us last 
year in the Seventy-ninth Congress 

· through the wisdom of this body, we be
gan the actual construction . of canals 
and laterals to bring water from the 
great Columbia River onto arid soil. 
Some of these contracts are now under 
construction, and . one · of the main 
canals is in the process of being built. 
They cannot be neglected nor can they 
be abandone~.. without tremendous loss 
of moneys already spent. 

To give you some idea of how impor
tant that is, when you are constructing 
a canal 30 or 40 feet wide at the base, 30 
feet in depth, and approximately 100 feet 
wide at the top, you cannot start that 
construction with the heavy machinery 
necessary tc be in there to do the job and 
stop it. neither can you stop lining the 
canal. For any stoppage or delay means 
a great loss in work already done and in 
money already spent. It is a matter of 
wisdom and common sense to see to it 
that these contracts are maintained and 
continued. 

The vtteran has top priority upon this 
available land. The program is built and 
amortized upon the: plan that will permit 
that settler to make his living, develop 
his land, and build revenue-earning 
wealth along with valuable crops. We 
feel that it is sound; we know what can 
be done; and we submit to you this record 
of proof as to what our State has done in 
the matter of its reclamation and irriga
tion projects. There is no doubt in my 
mind or in the minds-of those acquainted 
with the whole picture, but that this is 
completely reimbursable. Again let me 
repeat, we have the land, we have the 
water, and we have the climate. I ask 
you to scru.tinize the record for your
selves, with the welfare of the whole 
country in mind. Please judge it in rela
tion to the creation of wealth not only 
thrvugh annual crops but through the 
creation of real property and taxable 
property. We are proud to stand on our 
record. 

Certainly we believe in economy. Most 
certainly say, "Spend our money wisely 
and well." And most certainly we think 
such true capital investments are sound 
and safe. I am not afraid to spend a few 
dollars a~ an investment, repayable in 
American development. Are you? Sup
pose I were asking for the promiscuous 
use of money as a gift or a dole from 
which there were no monetary return. 
Yes ; I could easily see disagreement. But 
I am not asking for any rat-hole appro
priation. 1 am asking for an investment 
for the veteran, for the little man, the 
young fellow tryir..g to get a start-for n,n 
investment which he will pay back. 

Mr. MURDOCK. Mr. Chairman, will 
the gentleman yield? 

Mr. HOLMES. I yield for a question. 
Mr. MURDOCK. I am sorry the gen

tleman confines me to a question, for I 
wanted to compliment him on his state
ment. The gentleman speaks of money 
being repaid promptly. but do not your 
people also buy a great deal of merchan
dise east of the Mississippi River? 

Mr. HOLMES. A tremendous amount. 
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Mr. MURDOCK. And do they not sell 

their specialized products to the eastern 
part, and, therefore, is there not a 
mutual exchange beneficial to the whole 
country? 

Mr. HOLMES. There i$ compl~te 
mutual reciprocity in the interchange of 
trade between both the West and East. 
· Mr. MURDOCK. The gentleman has 
made a splendid statement, appropriate 
to his projects, but I fail to hear him 
say anything 9f the amount of income 
taxes which the people who have devel
oped that project have paid during the 
years, as well as the amount of payments 
made in the form of reimbursement. 

Mr. HOLMES. Naturally, they pay in 
a .tremendous amount of money. 

Economy is the wise use of money, not 
the absence of any use whatsoever. 
Economy is the wise use and not the 
abuse of money, and I strongly maintain 
that it is an abuse to withhold from a 
known good investment of national im
portance the proper funds. It ls not 
economy. It is a lack of vision. 

This is the last frontier of develop
ment, the . only lands that are left in 
the United States, and water must . be 
brought onto them to make them Ji:ve. 
· .The budget request for the Columbia. 
River Basin project was $27,500,000. 
The amount ,granted · by the Subcom
mittee on Interior. . Appropriations was 
$9,435,000-a cut oi better than . 66 
percent. . 
· Ha:ve we·so soon forgotten our promise 
to the returrilng :veteran of World War n, 
our promise that life offers him an op
portunity and not a dole? And that 
place of opportunity is in the West. 
Shall it be for oiily 28 out of 1,500 out 
of 10,000? No. You know in your hearts 
that the American concept of enterprise 
and opportunity should still prevail and 
that just as common man must have his 
day so the land of this last frontier must 
continue to be developed. The building 
of wealth in that area will diffuse its 
Jjenefits to all parts of our country. 

Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 
5 minutes to the gentleman from Colo
rado {Mr. CARROLL]. 

Mr. CARROLL. Mr. Chairman, the 
appropriation bill for the Interior De
partment for 1948, H. R. 3123, that has 
been brought to us is not a good bill. In 
the name of economy, it has reduced to 
crippling size the appropriation for many 
of the programs of primary interest to 
the West, such as irrigation and recla
m~tion, ground-water studies, mineral 
and mining activities, and public-power 
expansion a.nd operation. 

Commenting specifically on one or two 
of these points, I would like to point out 
a little matter that has crept into this 
bill for the first time this year which is 
seemingly innocent but which will wreck 
the great reclamation engineering or-

. ganization that has been built up through 
the years in my home city-Denver, Colo. 

I refer to the proviso on page 33, be
ginning in line 17 and reading as follows~ 

Provided., That in addition to the foregoing 
amount there may be transferred to this ap
propriation from other approprtatlonl5 made 
to the Bureau of Reclamation not to exceed 
$6,500,000 for work to be performed tor the 
benefit of spec11lc prqjecta. 

Heretofore there has been no limit ex
cept the limit of necessity itself 1()11 the 
amount. used by the Bureau of Reclama
tion from project funds for work per
formed in the engineering office at·oen
ver for the benefit of specific projects. 
'This placing of an arbitrary limit of $6,-
500,000 in this bill is without regard to 
any information presented to the com
mittee. It represents a cut of approxi
mately 50 percent in the size oi the oper
ation and will force a reduction of some
thing like 50 percent, or 1,300 men, most
ly highly skilled engineers in the recla
mation force at the Denver Federal Cen
ter where the great engineering office .is 
rapidly being moved and reassembled 
from downtown Denver. 

This reclamation engineering force is 
noted throughout the world. It de
veloped and pioneered the great ·dams. 
Here Boulder Dam was designed; here 
Grand Coulee Dam was designed; here 
Shasta Dam was designed; here the high
est · dams in the world have been de
signed one after another for more than 
30 years. This is the mecca for · engi
neers from all over the world. and more 
than 50 nations have sent their experts 
as students to the Denver reclamation 
Emgineering office. There ls no reason 
given anywh~e in the 1552 pages of tes
timony taken by the Committee on Recla
mation aetivities for sucll a reduction in 
the Denver reclamation engineering of
·fice. I am informed that the engineering 
~esign work and the engineering labora-
tory work that ls conducted there must 
go forward unabated in the coming year 
if the construction program that this bill 
contemplates ls to be ·carried out without 
disruption. I am informed that this 
limitation of $6,500,000, if it stands, wi11 
not save anything in the cost of design 
and engineering oi reclamation construc
tion but will force a dispersal of the 
design· groups to far-.flung projects and 
the rentention In Deliver of only the top 
experts, consultants, and advisers. If 
this engineering group is broken- up, 
technical men an over the world will 
mourn its loss. 

This heedless action is, in my judg
ment, paralleled by nothing else in the 
bill~ unless it may be the reckless reduc
tion of general engineering and investi
gation funds for the Bureau of Reclama
tion which would force liquidation of the 
project planning staffs in the 17 Western 
States. 

On page 34. line 11 of the bill, is an 
item of $125.000 .for all the general in
vestigations of the Bureau of Reclama
tion. The budget estimate was $5,000,-
000, the amount appropriated for 194'l 
was $5,000,000. One huridred and 
twenty-five thousand dollars will not pay 
the terminal leave of ,the staff so care
fully built up that will have to be de
str.oyeci . 

On page 40 of the bill, line 25, is an item 
of $9,-611,600 for the Missouri Basin proj
ect. The report indicates that this sum 
contains only $50,000 for general plan
ning in the entire Missouri River Basin, 
and that $50.000 is confined to the in
vestigation of a single project tn Wyo
ming-the Shoshone project extension 
in Oregon Basin. Here is $50,000 sub-

st1tuted for approximately $2,000,000 in 
the 194'1 appropriation act. 

On page 42 of the bill in line 17 is "Rn 
item of $250,000 from the Colorado River 
development fund into which the power 
users at Boulder Dam pay $500,000 -each 
year for this purpose for investigations 
in tbe Colorado River system in the four 
States of the upper division; namely, 
Wyoming, Utah. Colorado, and New 
Mexico. 

Add these sums all together and you 
find only $425,000 for general investiga
tions in the entire West. That means no 
irrigation projects will be developed for 
consi(eration by the Eighty--second, 
Eighty-third, Eighty-fourth, and later 
Congresses. We are tying their hands. 
This bi1l would provide less for the entire 
17 Western States, nearly half the coun
try, than is deposited annually into a 
fund tl 1t can be used for no other pur
pose than for investigations in the four 
States of the upper division of the Colo-
rado River Basin. · 

Irrigation is basic to the economy of 
the West. Its expansion through car-e
fully planned projects will be the gov
ernor of the growth and development of 
the West. Should this bill not be re
vised, irrigation development in a few 
years wm die on the vine because its 
investigation roots are herein cut. 

Now to look at one of the construction 
items. On page 35 in line 14 is $4,815,000 
for the Colorado-Big Thompson project, 
a sum substituted for the bUdget esti
mate of $14,000,000. This will bring the. 
great transmountain diversion project to 
a ·grinding discordant stop, with con
tracts half completed. facilities unusa
ble, benefits postponed. There is no 
economy in the stop-go method of pro
graming our construction work. It 
doubles the cost to liquidate, reinstitute, 
liquidate, and reinstitute the program as 
has been done and is herein proposed on 
the Colorado-Big Thompson project. I 
realize that almost the same situation 
would be created by this bill on the Cen
tral Valley project in California, th-e Co
lumbia Basin project in Washington, and · 
others. 

Now for a quick glance at the power 
situation. This bill would negate the 
national power policy. It eliminated the 
Power Division of the Interior Depart
ment which coordinateF activities of five 
Ir·terlor Department agencies in the 
power field and which is the only facility 
available to the Government to carry out 
the authorized task of the Secretary of 
the Interior to market the power from 
dams built; in the East by the Corps of 
Army Engineers; it wrecks both the con
struction and operation programs of the 
Bonneville Power Administration in the 
Northwest, an activity essential to the 
economy and the growing industrial 
strength of that region; it eviscerates the 
Southwestern Power Administration; it 
does violence to the power programs of 
such great reclamation projects as the 
Central Valley in California and the Col
orado-Big Thompson ln my State of 
Colorado. 

The carrying forward of the multiple
purpose projects of the Bureau of Rec
lamation Is not a p~rtisan matter in the 
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West. The Republican Governor of Cali
fornia made a special trip to Washing
ton to support, indeed to ask the Con
gress to double, the President's estimate 
for irrigation and power facilities of the 
Central Valley project. He said: 

I am appearing, however, to plead for the 
earliest possible completion of the several 
unitr of the project-

The Central Valley project-: 
because I believe that it is in the best in
terests of both the Nation and California. 

The Governor said further after ask
ing for transmission lines: 

I a...elieve the vast majority of the people 
of our State and particularly those who live 
within the boundaries of the San Joaquin 
and Sacramento River watersheds will agree 
with what I have said to you. Every admin
istration of our State for 20 years and our 
Stat1 water authority since it was created in 
1943 have consistently urged upon Congress 
every point that I make to you today. 

The great power (!ompany-

And he was referring to the Pacific 
Gas & Electric Co.-
which serves the people of Central V~lley 
will, of course, not agree. It has always been 
opposed to the project not because it objects 
to the solution of our irrigation and C:iomestic 
water problem, but because the project in
cludes the incidental development and 
transmission of hydroelectric energy and the 
company desires to develop and distribute 
all the power in that great portion of our 
State. 

The Governor was right. The Pacific 
Gas & Electric Co. in the person of Mr. 
James B. Black, president, would object, 
as he has consistently through the years, 
to the Central Valley project power fea
tures, especially the transmission lines. 
His was the only small voice raised 
against the transmission lines, and in 
favor of them were such great voices 
as that of the President, that of the 
Secretary of the Interior, that of all 
the witnesses of the Bureau of Reclama
tion, that of the Governor of the State of 
CaJifornia, anJ many of the California 
delegation in the Congress. Except for 
a few niggardly exceptions, this bill as 
n?w written would give .Mr. Black his way 
w1th the Central Valley project. The 
lines to take the power away from Kes
wick and Shasta Dams are not provided. 
The power will be bottled up and either 
lost or left like a ripe peach to f&ll into 
the lap of the P. G. & E. on its own terms. 

On the Colorado-Big Thompson proj-
- ect both irrigation and power features 

would of necessity be disrupted. Their 
construction would be delayed, service to 
rural-electrification users would be post
poned or made impossible, and the costs 
of the project, which already make it ex
ceedingly difficult to get low-cost power, 
would be forced to take another loop on 
the upward spiral. The Nation cannot 
afford this kind of economy. The West 
will not soon forget, nor fail to hold ac
countable, that sterile leadership of the 
Republican Party, who lack the vision 
and the foresight to view the place of the 
West in our Nation's economy. 

Let me quote to you from an editorial 
contained in the Denver Post. This was 
the paper which in 1946 urged upon the 
people of Denver that we send here a 
Republican Congress. That paper now 

says you are making a serious mistake. 
Let me read their own words: 

The House Appropriation:. Committee of 
Congress may be able to delude itself with 
the thought that it is saving money by cut
ting $83,000,000 from the 1947-48 budget of 
the Bureau of Reclamation, but it will not 
fool the people of the West. 

What the committee proposes to do to the 
Colorado-Big Thompson project in Colorado 
is typical of its efforts on behalf of false 
economy. The Reclamation Bureau had 
budgeted more than $14,000,000 for the proj
ect during the comin.,; year but the commit
tee reduced the appropriation to $4,815,000. 

Approximately $30,000,000 already has been 
_spent on the Colorado-Big Thompson proj
ect and the total cost of the completed project 
now is estimated at $128,000,000. 

By reducing next year's allotment for the 
project, the Appropriations Committee is 
merely delaying necessary work and post
poning the time when full benefits of -the 
proj.ect wtll be realized and full repayments 
from water and power users wm begin coming 
in. 

That is not economy-it is merely poor 
business. / 

'fhis is the paper that stood by you in 
1946, -and l suggest to you that perhaps if 
you will not listen to a Member from the 
right side of the aisle, perhaps you may 
listen to a former friend who- wants to 
give you fair advice. 

I sincerely hope that overr_ight the 
gentleman from Ohio [Mr. JoNES] may . 
see fit to change the wording of this bill 
and reincorporate the basic law in the 
reclamation appropriation. 

The CHAIRMAN. The time of the 
gentleman from Colorado has again ex
pired. 

Mr. JONES. Mr. Chairman, I yield 10 
minutes to the gentleman from California 
[Mr. WELCH]. 

Mr. WELCH. Mr. Chairman, I will 
grant to no Member of this House a 
greater interest in economy in Govern
ment operation than that which I have 
myself. There is such a thing, however, 
as false economy. This Department of 
Interior Appropr~ation bill is filled with 
that false economy. I can understand 
how the zeal of some Members to re
duce governmental expenditure will 
blind them to greater good by some ex
penditure, but this appropriation bill is 
fraught with danger to our peacetime 

_economy and future national security. 
As reported, this bill places in jeop

ardy the national reclamation program 
which was born under the administration 
of President Theodore Roosevelt and 
which has been developed through a 
generation of scientific investigation and 
study. 

Reclamation -is no longer limited to 
the simple reclaiming of land. Out of 
it has grown one of the most vital prod
ucts necessary to our whole economy
the generation and transmission . of 
hydroelectric power. One of the finest 
examples of this work is the great Cen
tral Valley _project in California. 

The Central Valley project was in
augurated in 1933 through a referendum 
election. The project was too large for 
the State of California to undertake at 
an estimated cost of some one-third of a 
billion dollars. I was one of a group of 
Representatives who took the matter up 
with President Roosevelt and he gave it 
his wholehearted support. 

The Central Valley project embraces a 
vast empire equal to the combined area 
of Massachusetts, Connecticut, Rhode 
Island, and one-half of New Jersey, as I 
have previously pointed out. It is trav
ersed by two great navigable rivers ftow
ing into the bay of San Francisco. One 
of the primary objects of the project has 
been to save over 1,000,000 acres of the 
most fertile land in the world from salt 
water filtration. Before the Federal 
Government undertook this project more 
than 50,000 acres of land had already 
been destroyed. 

To carry out this project it was neces
sary to build two large dams-the Shasta 
Dam and the Keswick Dam-capable of 
developing 450,000 kilowatts ' of hydro
electricity. These dams with their 
power development are an integral part 
of the entire project designed as a soil 
conservation measure, but they are also 
of tremendous importance from a na
tional defense standpoint. 

Oil and electrical energy are two of 
the greatest assets in our national econ
~my and national defense. Every 
barrel of oil we take from the ground and 
use is gone forever. . Our national pe
troleum resources are irreplacable and 
when they are gone it will be too late to 
conserve them. Each and every year 
we diminish the petroleum resources of 
the United States by 20,000,000 barrels 
of oil used in the production of electrical 
energy, Duz:ing the last year of World 
War II hydroelectric energy generated 
by the Bureau of Reclamation amounted 
to approximately 14,000,000,000 kilowatt
hour~. If that energy had been gen
erated from fuel oil it would have re
quired 36,000,000 barrels of oil. 

Mr. Chairman, the American Petro
leum Institute has estimated that the 
oil reserves from known petroleum de
posits in the United States, at the end 
of 1946, amounted to slightly over 20,-
000,000,000 barrels of crude oil. Con
sumption is now at the rate of 1,750,000,-
000 barrels per year. This means our 
reserves will be exhausted in 12 ~ears. 

Hydroelectric power, on the other 
hand, is almost inexhaustible. Every 
reclamation project developing hydro
electric power conserves just that much 
of our oil reserves for future use and ex
tends the life of those reserves. 

Money appropriated for reclamation 
projects is not a Government subsidy. 
It is an investment in the future of 
America, every dollar of which must be 
repaid over a period of time. · 

Under the terms of this bill the appro
priation recommended by the Bureau of 
the Budget for the Central Valley project 
has been reduced some 65 percent by the 
Committee on Appropriations, while the 
proposed appropriation for general in
vestigations into such projects has been 
curtailed 97.5 percent. 

Mr. Chairman, those Members of 
Congress who are advocating such false 
economy as this are taking a terrible re
sponsibility upon their shoulders--one 
which this Congress should not assume. 
Instead of retarding the development of 
great hydroelectric projects we should be 
advancing their construction to further 
conserve the oil reserves of this Nation 
so necessary for our national defense. ' 
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Mr. ROONEY. Mr. Chairman, I yield 

5 minutes to the gentleman from Cali
fornia [Mr. HAVENNER] .· 

Mr. HA VENNER. Mr. Chairman, I 
wish at the outset to refer to recently 
published comments on the pending bill 
by two eminent authorities on the af!airs 
of the Interior Department, the present 
Secretary of the Interior, Mr. J. A. Krug, 
and the former Secretary of the Interior. 
Mr. HaJold L. Ickes. 

In a press release dated April 21, 1947, 
Secretary Krug declared that the. 47 per
cent reduction in the Interior Depart
ment budget requests which is recom
mended here by the majority members of 
the House Appropriations Committee 
"threatens to economize the Nation into 
a bankruptcy of the .natural resources." 

This is a very serious criticism, Mr. 
Chairman, but I know, from the anxious 
inquiries I have received from leading 
businessmen and financiers of the Pacific 
coast, that they do not regard it as ex
aggerated. They have a solerim convic
tion that the drastic cuts proposed · in 
this measure for reclamation, irrigation, 
public power development and mining 
alone would break the economic back of 
the West in the postwar era ahead. 
These major slashes, and many others 
of lesser magnitude which are embodied 
in this bill, would destroy all hope in that 
vast section of our Nation for realization 
of the great program of postwar recon
version and progress which all of the 
Americans have so eagerly envisioned. 

Secretary Krug· expresses surprise that 
the committee should consider 1938 a 
sensible standard for present-day ap
propriations. 

I . quote from Mr. Krug's statement: 
The last decade has seen history's greatest 

war, with an enormous depletion of .our 
mineral resources. A search for ore bodies 
and extraction methods at the leisurely rate 
of 1938 would inVite disaster. In 1938 we 
had not made the present investment ~n 
large reclamation project expenditures, 
which must be continued at an economical 
rate, if hundreds of millions of dollars al
ready spent are not to go to waste. In 1938, 
for example, the Department had not been 
instructed by Congress to ma1·ket power 
from all Army dams, had not assumed re
sponsibility for the fish and wildlife of the 
Nation, and had a much smaller park system. 

- Cutting the general investigation 
funds of the Reclamation Bureau from 
$5,000,000 to $125,000 would halt all of 
the vitally important river basin reports, 
according to Secretary Krug. He said 
that adoption of this provision would 
immediately stop all field work on sev
eral hundred projects in 17 States, and 
would cause the complete liquidation of 
the general engineering and planning 
organization of the Bureau of Reclama
tion. 

Irrigation of vast areas of future farm 
lands for veteran settlement would be so 
seriously delayed, tht: Secretary declared, 
that most veterans of World War II 
would become · too infirm to undertake 
irrigation farming before the projects 
could be completed. 

The great Central Valley project of 
California has ·been described as the 
economic backbone of our State 1n the 
future. Recently our ·distinguished Re~ 

publican Governor, Earl Warren, ap
peared before the subcommittee in 
charge of this bill and urged an appro
priation of $40,000,000 for the expedi
tious completion of this great project, 
so that the people of California and the 
taxpayers of the entire Nation could be
gin to enjoy at an early date the rich 
economic and financial benefits which 
the project would provide. 

At the conclusion of Governor War
ren's testimony, the chairman of the 
committee, the gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. JoNES], made a lengthy reply in 
which he severely criticized the Gov
ernor's economic arguments, and now, 
instead of the $40,000,000 which Gover
nor Warren requested, the committee 
has recommended $6,900,000 for con
struction purposes. 

If this ridiculous pittance is all that is 
eventually allowed it might be an act of 
economic wisdom for the Federal Gov
ernment to ab'a.ndon the project entirely 
and charge of! the $180,000,000 of Fed
eral funds already invested in Central 
Valley to profit and loss, with all hope of 
profit eliminated. 

Former Secretary of the Interior Ickes 
has made an interesting diagnosis of the 
political implications of the pending bill, 
so far as the Republican Party is con
cerned. He classifies our distinguished 
·Speaker and the majority leader of the 
House, as well as the chairman of the Ap
propriations Committee, the gentleman 
from New York [Mr. TABER], as sup
porters of Governor Dewey for the Re
publican Presidential nomination. The 
chairman of the Interior Subcommittee, 
the gentleman froi:n Ohio [Mr. JONES], 
is described as apparently ::.n adherent of 
Senator TAFT, also of Ohio. 

As a result ·of their sponsorship of this 
bill, which Mr. Ickes correctly assumes 
to have destroyed all hope of future polit
ical support in the great Western States 
for the present Republican leadership in 
Congress, the former Secretary asserts 
that these gentlemen are laboring, per
haps unconsciously, in the vineyard of 
Governor Warren. He points out that 
our California Governor has taken a 
forthright position on reclamation and 
cheap public power which, in the opin
ion of Mr. Ickes, may win for him in the 
Republican national convention next year 
important backing from every State west 
of the Missouri River. · 

"Governor Warren has annexed to 
himself an issue that will be very appeal
ing in the West," says Mr. Ickes. This is 
undeniably true. 

Unhappily for Governor Warren, .how
ever, he may be unable to reap the ben
efits of the unwitting aid which the pro
ponents of this meat-ax legislation have 
given him. The Republican Party is not 
now and never will be the proper vehicle 
for such an issue. Its persistent hostility 
in Congress to the development of the 
West renders such a role impossible. 

The Democratic Party, always the 
party . of the people, is the traditional 
party of progress in reclamation and 
public-power development~ So perhaps 
we of the present minority tn Congress 
should extend our thanks to the leaders 
of the present majority for having ere-

ated for us by the submission of .this bill 
an issue which will restore us to leader
ship in the next national elections. At 
the same time we should perhaps voice 
our sympathies to our colleagues on the 
other side of the aisle for the very em
barrassing political predicament, within 
their own party ranks. into which they 
have blundered. 

The proper approach to reclamation 
appropriations is on the basis tha.t these 
are Federal loans which will be repaid 
by western water and powP.r users. 
Multiple-purpose projects. such as the 
Central Valley in my own State of Cali
fornia, are a good investment in Ameri
can enterprise. Failure to advance the 
full amount of $20,000,000 for work on 
the Central Valley development will 
eventually put this project in the cate-

. gory of a white elephant. 
Agriculture and industry alike are 

threatened by failure to appropriate 
enough money to permit completion of 
the Central Valley job in a reasonable 
time. Very soon urban and rural com
munities will be up against a blank eco
nomic wall without water and power · 
which they have expected from this de
velopment. The Nation. as well as Cali
fornia, will feel the impact of failing 
farms and orchards, and cities darkened 
by power shortages. 

Some of you have heard power com
panies do some tall talking about be
ing able to take care of any power needs 
in the region. But I am wondering if you 
have examined the facts. As a former 
member of the California Railroad Com
mission, I know these facts. 

The · truth is that the California utili
ties have to keep every wheel turning 
in order to meet the present power load. 
They do not have surplus capacity suf
ficient to insure delivery of additional 
power loads. Here are the figures. 

The estimated capability of power sys
tems in northern California, including 
the Pacific Gas & Electric Co., is about 
1,680,000 kilowatts. Predictions are that 
by August Jhe Pacific Gas & Electric 
load may reach a peak of 1,870,000 to 
1,890,000 kilowatts. To meet this peak, 
under the most favorable conditions. 
additional generating capacity of 75.000 
kilowatts will be required. 

Yet the appropriation cuts will not 
permit the construction of facilities to 
deliver this power. Power generated at 
Central Valley dams will be bottled up 
because there is no way to get the 
Shasta-Keswick kilowatts to the con
sumer. 

If funds are allowed, two 230:..kilovolt 
transmission lines from Shasta to Red 
Bluff can be built to deliver power from 
the Shasta plant to the Pacific Gas & 
Electric system at Red Bluf! on a tem
porary basis. Later, thi:; hydro system 
can be extended to pump irrigation 
water into the Delta area. A short tap 
line for the Keswick power plant to the 
existing Shasta-Oroville line is needed to 
provide the only outlet for power gen
erated at Keswick Dam. Without these 
vital transmission lines, cities may be 
darkened, industries may slow down, 
workers may be laid off because there is 
not enough electricity to meet the needs 
of the region. 
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This is waste, my colleagues, waste of 
both material and human resources
waste of money invested in the project; 
waste of potential revenues. Each year 
that Central Valley power is not mar
keted the Government will lose about 
$2,000,000 in revenues which would help 
repay project construction costs. 

I am f:l.sking you now to reconsider this 
appropriation cut and to restore the full 
amount of $20,000,000 for continued 
work on the Central Valley project, so 
that we can protect our investment in 
the project, the farmer's investment in 
his crops, and insure power delivery to 
keep the wheels of Pacific coast industry 
turning and employment at a steady 
level. I need not remind you that slow
ing down of the rate of construction, 
necessitated by limited appropriations, 
will increase the costs of building the 
whole development. 

It has been rightly said that we are 
at the crossroads of western develop
ment. If we fail to advance sumcient 
appropriations for reclamation, irriga
tion, and multiple-purpose works, I be
liev~ we are starting down the · road 
which leads away from the peaks· of 
prosperity into the slou~h of false econ
omy. Remember you are not asked to 
vote appropriations to subsidize any part 
of the West. You are advancing money 
which will be repaid to the Nation-i:n 
the form of water and power payments 
and taxes to the Federal Treasury. 

Mr. JONES of Ohio; Mr; Chairman, I 
yield lf minutes to the gentleman from 
Massachusetts [Mr. BA":t"ESL - · 

Mr. BATES of Massachusetts. · Mr. 
Chairman. the action of the House Com
mittee on .Appropriations in reducing its 
appropriations for the Fish and Wildlife 
Service pertaining to servi~es to _the Na-

, iton.'s fishing industry amounting in 
some cases to nearly 80 percent, comes· 
as a distinct shock to the fishing in
dustry. 

I am mindful of our party'~ pledge to 
reduce taxes. I appreciate tha.t we must 
curtail in every direction possible. How
ever, it would be extremely unwise· and 
very false economy to reduce appropria
tions to any departments where it would 
be impossible to carry .out absolutely es
sential services, some of which have been 
provided by the Government for several 
generations. The funds that will be 
available under this cut in this bill will 
provide services barely equivalent to 
those received 20 years ago. 

Action of the House committee repre
sents severe reduction of funds in activ
ities provided for by laws of Congress 
after careful consideration by the House 
Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries, and passage by both Houses of 
Congress through the normal procedure 
of legislation, all of this enacted previous 
to World War II. It is in effect a nulli
fication of previous acts of Congress. 

A decrease of these proportions set 
forth in the bill virtually eliminates the 
technological; statistical, and economics 
sections of the Division. It will permit 
only a skeleton staff, which will be unable 
to answer inquiries satisfactorily or to 
conduct even a minimum of surveys or 
resParch. Even if all activities are dras
tically curtailed as promptly as possible, 
the proposed appropriation would little 

more than pay for accrued annual leave 
of the Division's personnel on July 1, 
Thus payment for such leave, which is 
required by law, would largely wipe out 
the Federal fishery activities to which the 
industry has looked for guidance in solv
ing its technical, statistical, and economic 
problems for more than 75 years. 

The proposed cut, we are told, will ter
minate virtually all the statistical sur
veys, research, and services for the com
mercial fisheries. Thus, annual canvasses 
for securing statistics on catch, employ
ment, operating units, and processed 
products could no longer be made. This 
will deprive industry of data essential to 
its operation; Government, of data nec
essary for planning; and conservation 
authorities, of data required for intelli
gent action to protect natural resources. 
Other statistical services which industry 
assumes will be available as a matter of 
course will be eliminated. Thus, collec
tion and release of all the following data 
will cease: Freezings and cold storage 
holdings, landings at principal ports, 
canned and processed fish p~oduction, 
fish meal and fish oil manufactures, and 
vitamin A production and stocks. 

Termination now destroys a continu
ity essential to industrial and onserva
tion planning. Cooperative programs 
for the collection of fishery statistics are 
in effect between the Federal Govern
ment and many of the States. If funds 
are eliminated, the Federal· Government 
cannot carry through its part of . these 
programs so that· statistical surveys of 
the States will also suffer. 

The proposed cut wquld enc virtually 
all economic research and services for the 
commercial fisheries. Thus, the studies 
of international fishery economics would 
cease, depriving the industry of data with 
which to combat the threat of competi-
tion from imported fish. ' 
- The proposed cut would end virtually 
all the technological research and serv
ices for the commercial fisheries. It 
would close all five technological labora
tories of the F~sh arid Wildlife Service. 
They are located at Seattle, Wash.; Col
lege Park, Md.; Boston, Mass.; Ketchi
kan, Alaska; and Mayaguez, P. R. 

All technological research and consult
ant services, we are told, will have to be 
terminated. It will end research in the 
Maine sardine industry, designed to im
prove its products and elimin~te dimcul
tie.s with the supply of fish. 

It will end all shellfish pollution re
search designed to safeguard the qual
ity of the products and to reopen closed 
areas and avoid the closure of open 
areas, . 

It will eliminate many other activi
ties that we think are essential to the 
fishing industry. · 

It is suggested in the committee re
port that the fishing industries should 
pay for these services themselves. Such 
a suggestion would plac-e an additional 
burden of expense on the fishing indus
try that it would be impossible for it to 
assume and at a time when. under re
ciprocal trade agreements, the domestic 
fishing industry is struggling to meet 
the competition of many foreign coun
tries and which in most cases is sub
sidized by these foreign countries. 
While the Reciprocal Trade Conference 

is being conducted in Geneva, many for
eign countries are pleading for the re
duction of protective tariffs that already 
are so low that little or no protection is 
afforded the· American fishing industry. 

The commercial fisheries of this coun
try is a very substantial industry. It 
provides direct employment to about a 
quarter of a million persons. Invest
ments in vessels, shore plants, process
ing, freezing, and cold storage facilities 
total upwards to $600,000,000. This in
vestment is the base of a capitalized 
business of over $4,500,000,000-and 
that does not take into account allied 
industries and industries that service the 
fishing industry. 

I come from a section of the country 
where some of the largest of our com
mercial fisheries are located-New Eng
land. In the district' I have the honor 
to serve is located the oldest, and jn re
cent years, the largest ·fish-producing 
port in the country. I refer to Glouces
ter, Mass., a city of some 24,000, where 
upwards of two-thirds of its work
ing population depend for their liveli
hood upon the fisheries or industries 
allied with it. Firms in the city last 
year handled and processed more than 
218,000,000 pounds of fish. 

The agericy established by the Con· 
gress to assist, to promote, and to develop 
the commercial fisheries of the country 
and to give attention to its problems is· 
Fish and Wildlife Service of the Depart
ment of. the Interior. 

The ·two diVisions within Fish and 
Wildlife Service most directly concerned 
with and of the utmost, vital importance 
to. the fishing industry of the country 
are: . 

First. The Division of Commercial 
Fisheries. 

Second. Fishery Market News Service. 
· The Division of Commercial Fisheries 
provides many essential services to the 
fishing industry that have been available 
and utilized by many Government agen
cies. Many of these services date back 
to 1880. _This information is most es
sEmtial to operations of the industry and 
provides a base for State and Federal 
conservation programs to protect our 
natural fishery resources. 

The only source of data on daily prices. 
production, storage, and shipments would 
be closed, an~ the result would pe chaos 
in the industry at a time when it needs 
every help this Government can possibly 
give. , 

As I have previously stated, I subscribe 
to our party's pledge to reduce taxes and 
to effect every economy possiQle. I wish 
to emphasize, however, the extreme im
portance of. these two services to the fish
ing industry. It would be disastrous to 
the industry for this Government not to 
continue to provide them. 

It is my most studied conviction that 
the cuts in the appropriation bill on these 
items in the Fish and Wildlife Service 
are altogether too severe and it may be 
well .for us to consider the prewar 1942 
budget as a base to determine what serv
ices should be retained rather than to 
wipe out these activities altogether as it 
is intended to do by these drastic re
ductions. 

In respect to the Division of Commer
cial Fisheries: 
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The 1942 appropriation was $186,940; 

personnel, 60. 
The 1947 ·appropriation was $400,000; 

personnel, 93. 
This Division submitted a budget for 

the current year of $401,000. The sub
committee's recommendation reduces 
this amount for the current year to 
$75,000, a reduction of nearly 80 percent. 

This proposed reduced appropriation 
would permit only a skeleton staff which 
could hardly answer inquiries satisfac
torily, and would eliminate practically 
every service this Division now provides. 

~n respect to tht( ~shery Market News 
Service: The 1942 appropriation was 
$86,220; personnel, 25. The 1947 appro
priation was $136,&00; personnel, 66. 

This Division submitted a budget for 
the current year of $141,600. The com
mittee's recommendation reduces this 
amount for the current year to $75,000, 
a reduction of about 46 -percent. This 
proposed reduced appropriation would 
eliminate at least five of the eight 
market news field offices. The fishing 
industry consists of so many small and 

- widely scattered enterprises that it 
could not possibly in itself assemble 
.c·omplete and accurate market informa
tion. 

For instance, in the frozen-fish indus
try, fish must be processed and· held in 
storage for shipment to inland centers. 
It is impe_rative that processors know the 
amounts of fish of the various species ~n 
storage over the · country,. how the fish is 
moving, whether inventories are going 
up or down, what the price levels are 
over the country. If the processor does 

.. not ~ve this data, he has no basis on 
which to determine the price 'he should, 
or the price he can afford to, pay for the 
fish to process. Any curtailment of. this 
vital information would result in a cha
_otic condition throughout the entire 
industry. 

These reductions in appropriations 
come at a time when the fishing indus
try itself is trying desperately to effect 
every possible improvement and econ
_omy through the formation of a national 
trade association designed to assist the 
Federal and State Governments in an 
orderly manner to bUild an industry 
that will provide more employment for 
our people, more animal protein food 
for our people and to provide the neces_. 
sary meals and oils to aid the agricul
tural industry, to assist the poUltry pro
gram and provide the life-giving vita
mins and amino acids that medical sci
ence claims is available in a greater de
gree from marine resources than any 
other source. 

These greatly reduced appropriations 
practically eliminate all hope for the 
American fishing industry to grow and 
develop and occupy its proper place 
among the natural resources of the Na
tion, and at a time when our foreign 
competitors are spending and girding to 
take their fair share of the products of 
the seas. It places a potent weapon in 
the hands of our competitors and takes 
away from American industry the sources 
of vital statistical and market news in
formation that is provided agriculture 
and other American business. 

It comes at a time when the Food 
and Agricultural Organization of the 

United Nations is getting under way a 
uniform method of fishery statistics 
which is essential if the United States 
is to occupy its rightful position among 
the nations of the world in the develop
ment and utilization of -the products of 
the sea. 

The fishing industry does not seek aid 
and support of the Government. It his
torically has stood on its own feet; it 
has sought no subsidies, no crop insur
ance, no parity. It has sought none of 
the -Government aids that have been ex
tended to agriculture and to other in

. Llustries. It has carried its own respon-
sibilities and intends to continue to do 
so, but the fishing industry does expect 
the Federal Government to carry its own 
responsibilities. It has a right to ex
pect proper and adequate Government 
services. 

It seeks these services to be in a posi
tion to fairly compete with foreign na
tions, the majority of which are heavily 
subsidized by government aids of vari
ous kinds. 

No complaints were registered by the 
fishing industry in World War I and 
World -War II, when the ar~ed services 
took over its ships and men to wage war. 
Throughout our history, the fishing in
dustry has served as the first line of de
fense in every way. It was the fleet of 
the fishing industry that enabled us to 

. build fortifications in the Aleutian Is
lands; it was the North Atlantic, Pa
cific, and Gulf fishing fleets that sup
plied the vessels aad men in a few hours' 
notice when Pearl Harl:)or was attacked. 

Just at a time. when the fishing in
dustry is trying to organize for the dif
ficult days to come, it finds appropria
tions for the one Federal agency that 
renders a service. to tpe fis}J.ing industry, 
severely cut. If the, .House permits this 
action, the services and statistics that 
are hardly adequate ·at present to guide 
the . industry will _be pared to such a low 
point that -what few are left will be al
most worthless. 

Facts have just been released to show 
that through lend-lease funds we have 
expended some $21,000,000 to equip Rus
sia with a large, modernized fishing fleet, 
yet we are called upon to eliminate the 
few services available to tbe American 
fishing industry when they are strug
gling to keep abreast with foreign com
petition. Other nations are rebuilding 
their fishing fleets. Almost every coun
try is enlarging its fishing fleet. We 
know the French Government is build
ing a considerable fleet of fishing ves
sels at Bath, Maine; Great Britain has 
increased her fleet by 25 percent; Nor
way is enlarging her fleet; Iceland and 
Newfoundland are adding to and further 
modernizing their cold-storage facili
ties-yet we propose to abolish the infor
mation supplied by the Government as to 
cold-storage holdings, catch records, and 
so forth. 

These inadequate appropriations will 
destroy the one source of information 
upon which fishery biologists must depend 
to check the trend of our fisheries. This 
is information used by the Government, 
not by the industry, insofar as the ·life 
histories of such valuable fish are con
cerned, such as salmon, halibut, mackerel, 
cod, haddock, shrimp, crabs, oysters, sea 

trout, herring, and a host of other 
food fishes that contribute so much to 
the American way of life. There is no 
other source of fishery statistics tn the 
United States. Time and again the 
Budget Bureau, the Bureau of Statistics, 
and other impartial Government agencies 
have studied ways and means of proVid
ing this information through other Gov
ernment sources. Without .exception, 
these studies have all reached the same 
conclusion, that this information can be 
attained more efficiently and at less cost 
by the Commercial Fisheries Section of 
the Fish and Wildlife Service. Surely 
we do not have to turn back the wheels 
of progress to such an unwarranted ex
tent. 

There are many American communities 
whose sole means of livelihood depends 
upon the fisheries. Are these people to 
be denied the limited Federal services 
that have heretofore been provided? Is 
the fishing industry to receive no serVices 
for their share of tax dollars? Is the 
industry that throughout history fur
nished America its first line of defense 
in times of great emergencies to be thrust 
aside? If the few services now· pro
vided are to be dispensed with, then does 
it mean that the American farmers are 
to be treated in the same manner? Are 
we going to dispense with Agriculture 
Market News, with agricultural statistics, 
with crop forecasts? Are we to dispense 
with the vital statistics of the Bureau· of 
Statistics, which surely must be used by 
our insurance agencies to arrive at just 
premiums on life insurance? If the 
United states Government plans to elimi
nate these services, then the fishing in
dustry has no right to complain. But 
if these services are to be provided, then 
surely it is the duty of the Federal Gov
ernment to maintain these varied essen
tial services which Fish and Wildlife 

- Service now provides. 
Mr. Chairman, the following table 

shows the appropriations for the Fish 
and Wildlife Service, Commercial Fish
eries Division, for various years from 1938 
to 1948', ~ including the amount recom
mended' iri the fiscal year 1948 appropria
tion bill: 
Commercial ftsheri~ and Fishery Market 

News Service 
STATUS OF OPERATING FUNDS, VARIOUS YEARS 

1938-48 

Commercial Fishery M arket 
fisheries News Service 

Item 
Per- Amount Per- Amount sonnel sonnel 

--------
1948 House bilL ___ __ ____ .., ___ $75, 000 -- --- -- $75,000 
1947 appropriations __ 93 400,000 66 136, 900 
1942 appropriations._ 60 186,940 25 86, 220 
1941 appropriations __ 53 150,640 25 78,900 
1940 available fonds_ 46 133,669 25 86,378 
1939 available funds 1_ 42 140,000 30 70,000 
1938 available funds 1_ 40 123,000 29 75,000 

1 Estimated in part. 

The CHAIRMAN. The Clerk will read 
the bill for amendment. 

The Clerk read down to and includ-
ing page 1, line 6. . 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Chairman, 
I move that the Committee do now rise. 

The motion was agreed to. 
Accordingly the Committee rose; and 

the Speaker pro tempore, Mr. HALLECK, 
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having assumed the chair, Mr. MICHENER, 
Chairman of the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union, 
reported that that Committee, having 
had under consideration the bill <H. R. 
3123) making appropriations for the 
Department of the Interior for the fiscal 
year ending June 30, 1948, and for other 
purposes, had come to no resolution 
thereon. · 

LEWIS L. LORWIN 

Mr. DONDERO. Mr. Speaker, it prob
ably startled most of us to read in the 
papers of yesterday that Mr. Henry 
Wallace, former Secretary of Agricul
ture, former Vice President of the United 
States, former Secretary of Commerce, 
and more recently a private citizen and 
editor of the notoriously radical New Re
public magazine, has declared that only 
a $15,000,000,000 loan to Soviet Russia 
will make possible some degree of peace 
in this currently troubled postwar world. 

Mr. Wallace, during his entire political 
career, was consistently a friend of 
Russia. Since his returll to civilian 
status,. he has continued his exposition 
of pro-Russian political vaporing, even 
though that trend of thought placed him 
in sharp opposition to the. political think
ing of his party and the patriotic-think
ing American people as a whole. 

It . may be said that Mr. Wallace, no 
longer an official of the American Gov
ernment, has every right to speal{ freely 
in any political vein which may suit him. 
That, constitutionally, is his right. So, 
too, was it the right of Dr. Rex Tugwell, 

. of Dr. Robert Morss Lovett, the late 
Sidney Hillman, and scores of others who 
passed through the spectrum of the pub
lic spotlight during the 14 years of New 
Dealism uptil the public revolt last No
vember against that communistic school 
of thought. 

But Dr. Tugwell, Dr. Lovett, and many 
of the other outstanding exponents of 
Marxian ideologies have passed from the 
public pay rolls into the comparative 
luxurity of private life. They no longer 
can command free radio time, free pub
licity services through Government agen
cies, and the listening audience that may 
always be assembled when an important 
Government official is prepared to pour 
forth his words of wisdom. 

Transition of these verbal generals of 
the Marxian army through positions of 
power in Government saw many of their 
colonels and captains and lowly privates 
placed in positions of Government sub
ordinate to them while they were in 
power. 

Many of these satellites of original 
New Deal generals are still in Govern
ment, still on Federal payrolls, still feed
ing from the public trough. 

Recently the ·President of the United 
States, for motives known only to him
self but possibly in response to the poli
tical necessity of meeting public demand 
for purging from the American Govern-

. ment all employees of doubtful loyalty, 
issued an Executive order calling for 
such action. He indicated that it would 
cost many millions of dollars to ade
quately screen those employees in Gov
ernment and to fully investigate those 
whose loyalty was found by such screen
ing to be of doubtful quality. 

The President's Executive order, how
ever, left final decision as to the, removal 
or retention of employees in the agen
cies and departments of the executive 
branch subject to the discretion of the 
heads of those agencies and departments, 
all of whom are appointed by the Presi
dent himself. In other words, the ques
tion of purging disloyal employees from 
.the Government continued to rest under 
the President's Executive order with 
those appointees of his upon whom de
pendence for Democratic successes in 
1948 must largely repose. 

Seldom does a day pass on the floor of 
this House when some Member of Con
gress does not present documented in
dications at least of doubtful loyalty to 
the United States on the part of some 
employee of the Government. · If the 
President of the United States is sincere 
in his demands that communism and 
other ideologies contrary to the Ameri
can constitutional form of government be 
removed, a simple order on his part would 
go far to prove that sincerity. 

The President of the United States 
needs only to direct the Attorney Gen
eral of the United States to order the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation to pre
pare lists from existing records of all in
dividuals now on the Federal pay roll 
whose documented records in the files of 
that agency show membership in, sym
pathy with, or participation in the activ
ities of groups, organizations, associa
tions, or other units of men and means 
whose motivation is in consonance with 
legislation, activity, or other support of 
movements directed at change of our 
American form of government by other 
than constitutional means. 

It is a known fact that as far back 
as 1920, more than a quarter of. a century 
ago, the Federal Bureau of Investiga
tion has been cognizant of and has kept 
documented records of the persistent and 
continuing efforts of international com
munism to overthrow the Government 
of the United States. Records of the 
Federal Bureau of Investigation prove 
conclusively that American Communists 
are merely a section of the Third Inter
national and prove that the Third In
ternational is pledged to overthrow by 
violence if necessary of the American 
system of free enterprise and its re
placement by a Soviet form of govern
ment. Records of the FBI will prove 
that for more than a quarter of a cen-

• tury the Communist International has 
provided funds to finance this termite 
activity on the part of American Com
munists to disintegrate loyalty in the 
American armed forces and to inculcate 
disloyalty in the thinking processes of an 
entire generation of young Americans. -. 

It may be that additional legislation 
may be required-to preserve our internal 
security against this Russian-directed 
effort to destroy this Nation. The Presi
dent of the United States if he is sincere 
in his determination to eradicate com
munism in the United States might call 
upon the Attorney General of the United 
States to examine all existing statutes, 
particularly those dealing with treason 
and sedition, and for the preparation of 
a formal opinion as to whether or not 
additional laws are necessary, or if a 

mere enforcinc of the existing statutes is 
sufficient. 
· If additional legislation is needed to 
protect the American form of govern
ment, the President might call upon the 
Attorney General of the United States 
to draft a statute to be submitted to the 
current Congress to give the United 
States of America its Constitution and its 
flag the degree of legal protection de-

. manded by the people of the United 
States in the elections of last November. 

Only yesterday on the floor of this 
House, my colleague from Wisconsin 
mentioned a specific instance which he 
believed merited investigation, the case 
of Lewis L. Lorwin, economic adviser of 
the Office of International Trade of the 
Department of Commerce. Mr. O'KoN
SKI pointed out an apparent dual nomen
clature used by Dr. Lorwin in his writing 
of books, pamphlets and lectures. The 
Russian-born Dr. Lorwin aparently used 
the names Lewis L. Lorwin, Lewis Levit
zky Lorwin and Louis Levine interchange
ably. 

Representative O'KoNsKI indicated at 
least a suspicion that Dr. Lorwin, or 
Levine, had at one time been closely as
sociated with Leon Trotsky and the late 
Sidney Hillman at that period of the 
Russian revolutionary era when there 
was no disagreement between any of the 
factions of bolshevism. 

If investigation should prove this to 
be true, Dr. Lorwin, or Levine, might well 
be a far more important figure in the 
chain of command between international 
communism and the sections of the Third 
International, which are the Communist 
Parties in nations throughout the world, 
than Gerhard Eisler, Leon Josephson, or 
even William Z. Foster, who is currently
the titular head of the Communist Party 
of America. 

As long as such a suspicion exists , Mr. 
Thomas C. Blaisdell, Chief of the Office 
of International Trade of the Depart
ment of Commerce, should not be per
mitted to send Dr. Lorwin to London in 
a highly paid position as an economic 

, representative of the United States, as is 
currently believed to be the plan. I may 
add that Dr. Lorwin has reportedly told 
associates that he plans to rent his Wash
ington apartment and sail on the Queen 
Elizabeth on June 29 of this year for his 
new assignment. 

I believe that cases such as that of Dr. 
Lorwin, or Levine, and the many others 
that have been named on the floor of this 
House in the present session of Congress 
bring up a far more importa.nt question 
than the mere ideology of the individual 
involved. I believe that it is vital to 
American security to know these things: 

First. Who puts these people in Gov
ernment positions in the first place? 

Second. Who keeps them there? 
Third. Who is resp~msible for failure 

of any movement to eliminate them? 
· Does the President of the United 

States, the Attorney General of the 
United States or the Director of the FBI 
underwrite the loyalty of an individual 
who would personally write: 

A violent revolution is necessary to seize 
the powers of Government. Violent meth
ods must be used afterwards to eliminate the 
capitalists and the large landholders who are 
hostile to the Socialist idea: • • • The 
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violence involved • • • can diminish in 
severity only a.s the workers succeed 1U es
tablishing their power and in destroying re
sistance to the construction o·r socialism. 

Yet Dr. Lewis L. -Lorwin, economic 
adviser in the Office of International 
Trade, Department of Commerce of the 
United States; the economist supposedly 
nam~d by Thomas C. Blaisdell for an 
important assignment representing the 
United States abroad; the Dr. Lorwin 
who has been on Government pay rolls 
for 14 years, serving part ·of the time at 
least under Henry Agard Wallace, wrote 
those quoted words. 

They will be found on pages 506-507 
1n his comments on the Dictatorship of 
the Proletariat in his book, Labor and 
Internationalism, written in 1929 while 
Dr. Lorwin was on the advisory council 
of the Brookings Institution. 

If President Truman, the Attorney 
General of the United States, and the 
Director of the FBI underwrite those 
words, I have nothing further to say. 

If they do not underwrite those words, 
I have one question to ask. It is: "Why 
not get rid of him and all others like 
him?" 
LIGHT UP EVERY FARM IN ALABAMA

$13,500,000 AVAILABLE-BUILD MORE 
REA CO-OP POLE LINES; STRING -MORE 
WIRES THROUGH OUR COUN'l'IES, IN
STALL MORE -SWITCHES, MORE TRANS
FORMERS, AND DISTRIBUTE THE AMAZ
ING QUANTITIES OF CHEAP ALABAMA 
POWER · NOW AVAILABLE TO EVERY 
RURAL TOWN, FACTORY, AND FARM IN 
OUR STATE 

Mr. BOYKIN. Mr. Speaker, I. ask 
unanimous consent to address the House 
and to extend my remarks and include 
therein some several letters. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore <Mr. HAL
LECK). Is there objection to the request 
of the gentleman from Alabama? 

There was no objection. -
Mr. BOYKIN. Mr. Speaker, spring 

has again come to our great South. For 
some years past and with its coming 
there arrives a deluge of letters from my 
constituents. They come by the dozens, 
telling me of their bitter disappointments 
at not receiving the benefits of the Rural 
Electrification Act, passed by the Seven
ty-fifth Congress, first session, and ap
proved by President Roosevelt, April 8, 
1935. 

'Mr. Speaker, even in those days there 
was little or no party opposition to a bill 
sponsored· by the President, providing 
that the Federal Government finance 
the construction and erection of rural 
electrification distribution lines for the 
benefit of our American farmers. 

Extensive committee hearings were 
held-and a bill was reported from out 
of the committee to the floor. Long, 
constructive arguments and debates were 
had in both Houses. All defects present 
in the committee bill were cured by de
libera_te, well-thought-out and con
structed amendments in order to perfect 
the original bill. 

Limitations with respect to the build
ing of generating plants with the money 
to be provided were written into the law, 
inasmuch as it was the declared purpose 

of Congress in passing the bill that in 
no measure whatever was it their purpose 
to invade the field of private industry or 
to set anything up in direct competition 
with existing public utilities-except in 
such areas where electric power in suffi
cient quantities and at reasonable rates 
was not otherwise available to our 

er to light the rural homes of America- .. 
to remove much drudgery from our good 
farm women-at last was made available 
to our rural villages, factories, and farms. 

farmers. . 
Merit · and efficiency were made the 

sole bases for the appointment of all 
officials. The President himself was 
charged with the selection of the Ad
minist rator. Political tests and party 
qualifications were forbidden by the law, 
which spelled out-black on white-a 
stringent penalty for the violation of this 
provision. 

Mr. Speaker, what a reflection it is 
upon the administration of the Rural 
Electrification Act that, in spite of all 
the labor and the toil tbat th1s Congress 
put into the formulation of REA, the 
year 1947 finds my State of Alabama 
practically at the bottom of the roll of 
States in extending the provisions of 
rural electrification to the Alabama 
farmers. -

Table 6 taken from the annuai report 
of the Rural Electrification Administra
tor, Mr. Claude R. Wickard, to the Con
gress for this year, discloses that only 
34.1 percent of Alabama farms today are 
electrified. Compare that 34.1 percent in 
Alabama with the national average of 
52 percent for all States and note in the 
following table taken from the Adminis
trator's report that many of the other 
States have averages of from 75 to as 
much as 96.2 percent. 

With an original appropriation of 
$40,000,000 for each of eight succeeding 
years, the Rural Electrification Act 
passed both the House and the Senate 
through acclamation by a voice vote. 
There was no recorded opposition. 

It was a day of rejoicing on both sides 
of the aisle. The magic of electric pow-

TABLE 6.-BEA loans and results accomplished by their expenditure, by States, ·June 30,1946 

Borrowers 

Total alloca· Funds ad· States 
Ener- Kot in tions 2 vanced 3 

gized opera-
tion 1 

Alabama •• _________________ 23 3 $25, 159, 649 $11, 570, 294 Arizona ____________________ 
3 4 1, 984,000 1, 268, 020 

Arkansas .•••••. _. ___ ------- 18 2 21,421, {)()() 12, 906, 069 California •• ____________ • ___ 4 2 2, 414, 500 1, 995,103 
Colorado .• _--- ------------- 19 2 16,044,551 10,114,419 
Connecticut _______ ----- -___ _ 0 0 0 - 0 
Delaware ___ •••. ----------- · 1 0 1, 376,000 1, 102,310 Florida ______ • ____ • ____ ~---- 15 2 11,359,000 5,693, 698 
Georgia.-------------------· 42 4 36,975,402 19, 032, 3i9 
Idaho.---------_------ -____ 9 0 5, 995,750 3, 817, 405 lllinois ________________ ----- 28 0 32,792, 80S 23,980, 420 Indiana ____________________ 44 3 30, 230, E64 22, 336,160 
Iowa .. _. -- -·--·- ______ --.-- E3 2 44,647, 698 33,022,212 Kansas __________ __ .••.. :~ -- 23 10 23,663, 851 11,074, 012 

fg~~~~l::==========:===== 
25 1 26,618,855 14, 268, 254 
15 2 17,270, 600 12, 742, 757 

Maiut· ---------- ----------- 4 0 1,012, 500 672,132 Maryland __ ________________ - 2 0 5. 018, 500 2, 926, 662 
Massachusetts ... ---------- 0 0 0 0 
Michigan . . •• -------------- 13 0 17, 514, 500 14, 13€, 518 Minnesota ________________ _ liO 1 48, 525,301 32,291, 605 Mississippi._ _______________ 23 1 26,622,953 14, 724,220 
MissourL -------------- ____ 39 5 44,233, 325 30, 379, 178 
Montana •• ---~------------- 16 5 11,984, 598 5,070.866 
Nebraska .• ---------------- 23 9 24,522. 663 14, 440,-,106 
Nevada _______ ---------- --- 1 1 296, coo -240,383 
New Hampshire. - ------ --- 1 0 1, 794,000 1, 580, 203 New Jersey ___ __________ ___ 2 0 668,500 559, C62 
New Mexico. · ----------- =- 8 2 4, 781, 500 2, 846, 22£ New York __ ______ ______ ___ 6 1 4, 548,618 3, 737, 029 North Carolina ____________ 33 6 32,000,352 18,875, 713 North Dakota ______________ 8 15 17,054, 972 5, 924, 777 
Ohio __ __ ------ . __ ----- ___ •• 28 0 28,663,301 22,542,635 Oklahoma __________ _. _______ 23 4 24,581,506 16, 686,206 
Oregon -------------~------ 12 3 8, 539,5.84 5. 411,407 Pennsylvania ______________ 13 0 14, 817, ~co 12, 064, 572 
Rhode Island . . ------------ 0 0 0 0 South Carolina ____________ 23 5 16,539, 269 10,309,268 
South Dakota .•.• ---------- 7 14 10,930, 154 3, 253,034 
Tennessee ••••• ____ ------- •. 30 0 25,686,608 16,046, 2il8 
Texas ___ •• __ •••• ___ • __ .• • _. 74 23 67,319,074 44,486, Ill 
Utah---------------------- 5 1 1, 702,000 1, 323,407 

~~~~~::::::::::::::::::: 3 o· 1, 905,000 1,619, 724 
16 4 18,123,356 12,944, 966 

Washington .••• ------------ 21 0 11,996,611 7, 395,216 
W~st Vi!'ginia ______________ 2 0 802,000 736,241 
W ISCODSID ••••• -- •••• -- --· - - 32 1 40,462,822 22,650,018 Wyoming __________________ 13 2 5, 723,000 3, 119,070 
Alaska. -------------------- 2 0 488,000 429,324 
Virgin Islands ______________ 1 0 275,000 I 273,572 ---

514, 819, 8441 Total, United States... 856 140 817,086,990 

1 Includes 3Q borrowers with refrigeration loans· only. 
'Includes allocation from 1947 appropriation. 
'Includes $200,000 rel>a..yments to RFC as adjustment on 1942 note. 

Percentage 
Miles ener· Consumers total farms 

electrified gized connected June 30, 
1946 

11,473 48,855 34.1 
640 2,439 71.5 

11,574 40,659 30. 8 
1, 607 4,697 96. 2 
7, 941 24, 210 62. 4 

0 0 89.9 
1,047 3,468 72.1 
4,662 16,837 47. 3 

22,632 89,015 41.7 
3,243 7, 880 88.4 

22,401 €6, 379 64.5 
23,500 85,025 83.9 
32,li57 'i9,693 74.2 
10, 527 22,366 36.1 
14,828 61,400 32.1 
8,677 30,740 36. 8 

477 1, 905 56.9 
2, 079 9,101 71. 4 

0 0 90.0 
10,082 37,726 94.3 
34,741 80,998 55.7 
16,491 65,668 24. 1l 
24,951 85, 821 38.5 
3, 795 11,803 37. 1i 

13, 331 28, 961 37. : 
121 518 57.6 

1,427 3,304 83. 8 
437 1, 780 98.5 

1,641 6,011 34. 6 
2, 773 9, 540 84.2 

13,605 54, 910 43. 8 
3,673 7, 570 10.4 

20,265 72,728 90.3 
17,277 42, 191 29.0 
3,281 11,461 88.9 

10,593 38, 015 74. 8 
0 0 87. 4 

11,690 41,622 44. 7 
2,556 5,355 13.5 

14, 162 104, ri33 30.3 
48,479 128, 505 43.1 

879 2, 8!l6 81.9 
1, 210 3, 262 75.1 

10,302 34, 126 41.9 
~,471 15,819 87.0 

560 1, 976 37. 1 
17,465 49,371 76.7 
2,546 6, 446 52. I 

116 879 ------------52 493 ------------
474,837 1,549,057 52.9 

Mr. Speaker, the fact that such a pal- rural electrification certainly is not due 
pably low percentage of, Alabama farm- to the lack of funds made available to the 
ers are today receivini the benefits of ~tate of Alabama for fulfillment of that 
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act. · The money tor electrifying more 
farm homes in my State has long been 
available. 

Equally certain is the fact that the 
low percentage of .our farm homes now 
electrified is not now due to a lack of 
available power-inasmuch as there are 
but two States in this whole Union of 
States having such a superabundance 
of electrical energy as is a vailabl~ 
readied on the bu[; bars on the switch
boards of our existing generating plants 
and facilities for lighting up the farms 
of Alabama. 

Mr. Speaker, the honored, the.beloved, 
the revered, and the respected Speaker 
Will Bankhead, of Alabama, led the fight 
when this bill was up in the House. God 
bless and prosper his soul. His spirit 
hovers in these halls even to this day. 
The memory of the good things he did 
will always live in the hearts of his col
league_s on both sides of the aisle and in 
the cities and on the farms of his native 
Alabama. 

Mr. Speaker, you, then the minority 
leader. will well recaJI my wholehearted 
cooperation with Will Bankhead in the 
work that was done in fostering and 
furthering that bill, S. 3483, and you 
well remember, the acclaim with which 
its adoption was met. 

I have given wholehe.arted support not 
alone to every rural electrification meas
ure that has ever come before this Con
gress in the long years of 'my service in 
this body-but I have given equally 
wholehearted labor and support-as the 
r_ecord will disclose-to every other bill, 
farm and nonfarm, presented· that was 
calculated to give special benefits to the 
farmers in Alabama, as well as to all 
farmers throughout this great country. 

To date the astronomical sum of $817.-
086,990 has been allocated to the Rural 
Electrification Administrator, as dis
closed in his annuai report of 1946 to this 
Congress. · 

Out of that total of more than $817.-
000,000, the sum of $25,159,649 has been 
allocated to my State of Alabama. 

Of this huge sum, only $11,570,294 has 
to date been advanced, and the vast re
mainder of $13,589,355 is as yet, and. of 
this moment. unexpended. 

Mr. Wickard's report shows that only 
48,555 Alabama farms have so far been 
electrified. This could have easily been 
made twice that number in the years that 
have passed. We ought to double that 
number this year. 

That electric power is available to the 
REA Administrator and at very low 
rates to all existent and prospective rural 
electrification co-ops is revealed by 
figures furnished by the office of the REA 
here in Washington and by the Admin
istrator's report to this Congress. 

Inasmuch as that table in the report 
did not include the rates charged by the 
Alabama Power Co. to the REA co-op 
borrowers, I contacted Mr. W. W. Arnett 
in the Administrator's office in order that 
I might learn at first hand what the local 
public utility was charging the good 
farmers of Alabama and their farm co
operatives for the power furnished them. 

What follows is table 5'abstracted from 
the report to Congress of Mr. Wickard, 

the Administrator, with the Alabama 
Power Co. rates inserted therein: 

TABLE 5.-Rates per kilowatt-hour offered by 
principal power suppliers contacted by REA 

Old aver- Now aver- Number 

Supplier 
ago rate ago rate o1 bor· ' 
per kilo- per kilo· rower 

watt-hour watt-hour co-ops 
(cents) (cents) served · 

--------1---------
Empire District Elec· 

tric Co ............... 0. 95 o. 77 
Kansas Gas & Electric 

Co ................... 1.14 .85 6 
Mississippi Power Co .. 
.Public Service Co. of 

.95 .80 6 

Oklahoma _____ _______ .85 .68 6 
Souhtwostern Public 

Service Co __ _____ _____ . 82 • 72 10 
West 'rexas Utilities Co. 1.05 .so 11 
Alabama Power Co ____ .so . 70 11 

Mr. Speaker and gentlemen of the 
House, hear me well on this point: 

I want you to know that the rate for 
electric power per kilowatt-hour of 7 
mills-0. 7 cent-given by the Alabama 
Power Co. to the Alabama electric co
ops is even lower than the rate of 7.5 
mills, or 0:75 cent per kilowatt which 
the TVA charges the Rural Electrifica
tion co-ops in southern Virginia, as is 
disclosed in the , Administrator's report 
to this Congress. 
· Why, then, the deplorable condition 

that exists with · respect to the denial of 
electric power to the farmers of the State 
of Alabama? 

That deplorable conditions do exist, 
and have long existed, is due . primarily 
t'o the fact that •REA -Administrator 
Wickard, even when as Secretary of Ag
riculture he was administering that act, 
for some reason, determined he was go
ing to build a power plant in southern 
Alabama-at an ultimate cost of $12,-
000,000-"come hell or high water." 

He is determined to spend that money, 
despite the fact that the Alabama Power 
Co., without home markets for all of its 
available surplus powe:r:. is now exporting 
outside of the State of Alabama more 
tJJ,an 13 times as much po\ler as would 
be required to service all of ·the Ala
bama electric co-ops' customers and 
consumers. 

Mr. Speaker, I charge that the build
ing of rural lines throughout Alabama 
has been sacrificed and the funds per
mitted to accumulate in ever-increasing 
amounts to build a power plant in order 
to rejuvenate the old, obsolete, dilapi
dated physical properties acquired from 
the Alabama Water Service Co., and 
which it has been alleged should never 
have been acquired. · 

These properties had for years been 
notorious for their poor service-power 
failures-and for their frequent and long 
continued "outages." They are today 
failing the good people in my district in 
greater wise than ever before in the long 
history of their past. 

Mr. Speaker, less than 2 we'eks ago I 
received word of a telegram from the 
manager of two large cotton mills at 
Opp, Ala., which he had sent several days 
previously thereto to Mr. Claude R. 
Wickard. 

This telegram made urgent request 
upon Mr. Wickard that he do something 

. about the situation. It recited the fact 

that at that very time both of the cotton 
mills at Opp were shut down, that 1,500 
employees were standing idle, and that 
the manager of those mills informed Mr. 
Wickard that they were unable to t:ell 
their people when they could resume full 
operations. All of this for lack of power 
from one of his REA co-ops in Alabama. 
More the worse, nothing has been done 
about it. 

These are atrocious conditions and 
burdens to impose upon the good people 
of my State-whether they stand behind 
the spindle or the looms in one of our 
cotton factories, operate our hatcheries, 
our creameries, o-r are farmers deprived 
of the use of electric power in their in
cubators, their refrigerators, their water 
pumps, their milking machines, or in 
lighting up their homes. 

Information now at hand supports the 
fact that, in addition to the immediate 
and unnecessary and wasteful planned 
.expenditure of upwards of $6,000,000 of 
Federal funds, it will take from 3 to 5 
years to remedy the existent ·hardships 
imposed upon the customers and con
sumers of the present operations. 

It further means -~hat there ·will be 
$6,000,000 less of REA funds available .to 
put up more rural-electrification distri
bution lines for farmers elsewhere in the 
State of Alabama. 
. I~ this, a year when Pre~ident Harry 
Truman himself has cut the Federal 
budget to ·the bone, and wa~ts 'to reduce 
the national debt, in a year when your 
party, Mr; Sp€aker, has further trimmed 
the budget of our President, does it not 
appear wasteful and extravagant for the 
REA Administrator not to make use of 
the cheap power .already available and 
use that money to bring electric powe,r to 
twenty-five or thirty thousapd more 
farmers in Alabama so that they, too, 
may "light up their homes"? 

What follows are but a representative 
few of the many complaints with . re
spect to REA which I have received this 
spring. I am not going to burden this 
House or the record of our proceedings 
by publishing all. I am, however, going 
to submit a few in order to bring to the 
attention of my colleagues the deplor
able conditions now existing in my State 
for want of rural power. 

This annual crop of letters always ar
rives in our "springtime in Alabama," 
when our good citizens see the Alabama 
public utilities-power, telephone, tele
graph-extending their lines throughout 
the State and no work being done by the 
REA. 

Mr. Speaker,let me but read one or two 
of these letters and then insert into the 
RECORD a few more in order that my col
leagues may study the same. In doing 
.so, let me say that you are going to hear 
still further from me about this matter 
until it is corrected-once and for all. 

NEW YORK FIRE INSURANCE Co., 
MARTIN REALTY & INS. Co., AGENTS, 

Mobile, Ala., ApriL 21, 1947. 
. Hon. FRANK W. BoYKIN, 

Member of Congress, 
House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR FRANK: I understand that many of 

the Representatives in Washington are en
joying the telephone strike because the!!' 
constituents cannot call them up to worry 
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them with things they don't like. Maybe 
some of you are wishing that the air-mail 
or railway mail employees would also go on 
strike. 

About 2 years ago, I wrote to you to com
plain about the atrocious service we in south 
Baldwin County were getting from the REA, 
which is known as the Baldwin County 
Electric Membership Corp. You referred my 
letter to the chief of the REA. who in turn 
sent it over to the St . Louis division (if I am 
not mistaken), and it finally got some very 
satisfactory action. They sent a number 
of inspectors down to Baldwin and they 
fired the local manager and made a number 
of corrections. The service was immediately 
improved and all last summer the electric 
service was reasonably dependable. 

Now it has dropped back to a deplorable 
state. To give you an example, during the 
past week end the current went out Friday 
evening about 7 o'clock and did not come 
back for about· an hour and a half. The 
same thing and about the same length of 
time was repeated on Saturday night. On 
neither of these nights was there any elec
trical disturbance nor strong wind. Again 
on Sunday morning about 11 o'clock, coinci
dent with a thunderstorm, the curre·nt went 
off again. This failure of the electric current 
has now taken on a more pernicious form. 
Instead of cutting off entirely, the lights be
come very dim. There is not enough cur
rent to turn over the motors in electrical 
refrigerators and electric pumps, and con
sequently these heat up and purn out. This 
sort of brown-out failure is much worse than 
if the lights went out entirely, and it will 
cause thousands of dollars · in damage to 
electric pumps and refrigerators. 
· In addition to giving the worst sort of 
service we have ever had, the management· 

- stat~ that they will not be able to supply 
current to any new cottages that are bei!lg 
built this entire summer. It seems that 
they don't have enough material or substa
. tions or whatevet: else is necessary. Why is 
it that a Government-operated system 
doesn 't have the necessary materials to sup
ply its customers when the Alabama Power 
Co. seems to have unlimited supply and the 
Riveria Utillty Co., of Foley, seerps to have 
unlimited facllities for supplying its cus
tomers. 

I think this REA should sell out to a 
private corporation which could give satis
factory 24-hour service, make repairs in 30 
minutes instead of hours, and charge the 
same rates as charged by the Alabama Power 
Co., instead or double those rates which we 
are now paying. 

I sincerely hope that you can get something 
done about this situation, which seems to be 
getting worse instead of better all the time. 

With kind regards and best wishes, I re
main, 

Yours very truly, 
CARL T. MARTIN, 

W. W. THOMPSON DRY GOODS, 
CLOTHING, HATS, SHOES, 

Fountain , Ala., April 15, 1947. 
Hon. FRANK W. BOYKIN, 

Washington , D . C. 
DEAR CONGRESSMAN: About 7% years ago, 

we the citizens of the community of Faun~ 
tain, Ala., signed and paid the Clarke Wash
ington Electric Corp., of Jackson, Ala., $7.50 
each. 

We are in receipt of information that this 
corporation will have to build a new line 
or n. new power plant before they· will have 
power enough to furnish us with electricity. 
The line they now have which comes as near 
us as Franklin, Ala., is already so much 
overloaded it does not give satisfaction. We 
are also informed that it wm take them 
from two to five years to get a loan from the 
Government and build this new line. We 
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have waited over 7 years on them·, and , it 
seems as far off as ever. In fact this is the 
third time we have taken up this matter 
with you, each time they have promised 
you they would build this line in . a few 
months. 

We are asking you to use your influence 
to get this corporation to release us and let 
the Alabama Power Co. furnish us with 
electricity. When the Alabama Power Co. 
finishes their line they are working on now 
they wm only be be about two and one half 
miles away, and they cannot bring it to 
us unless the Jackson corporation will give 
up their franchise. 

We will appreciate it very much if you . 
will do something to help us get rid of these 
7%-year promises. 

Thanking you. 
· Yours very truly, 

W. W. THOMPSON. 

FOUNTAIN, ALA., April 15, 1947. 
Hon. FRAN-K BOYKIN, . 

Member ot Congress, Washington , D. C. 
DEAR MR. BOYKIN: 1 WOUld appreciate it 

very much lf you would let one of your ·ad
mirerB of long standing ask you for a little 
help. 

I live in the small town df Fountain, Ala., 
which lies 7 miles north of Monroeville, in 
Monroe County. For several years now we 
have been doing everything in our power to 
obtain electric lights in that. section. 

Several years ago the REA came in and 
we put up deposits to obtain lights. Then 
the war hit us. and materials became short. 
After the war, we contacted them and they 
informed· us that materials were still short. 

A few weeks ago a ,party of us went over 
to Jackson and contacted the manager of 
this jistrict, and he could give us no encour
agemeni: whatsoever. It seems that they need 
extra power plants pefore they can do any
thing. which means about '4 or 5 years. 

Now the Alabama Power Co. has assured 
us that if thE' ·REA wili' give up the franchise, 
that they will come in and give us lights. 
But the catch is getting the REA . to give up 
the franchise . · · 

My mother and 1 are in the poultry bust
ness. At the present time we have 500 lay
ing hens. We wish to expand but without 
electric fac111ties we just can't do it. 

I would 'appreciate it very much if . you 
could find time to see just what you can do 
to help us 1n obtaining a release from the 
REA, or in getting them to come on ln and 
give us lights as they are only 6 miles from 
us now. 

I am looking forward to catching some of 
those big crappies out of Three Rivers Lake 
again this year. 

Hoping yoti can do something for us 1n 
the near future. 

Yours very truly, 
(Miss) LOKEY DAUGHDRILL, 

FoUNTAIN, ALA., April 15, 1947. 
Hon. FRANK W. BOYKIN, 

Member of Congress, Washington, D. C. 
DEAR Sm: We are very badly in need of 

electric current In Fountain. and so far we 
have been unable to get it. The people of 
Fountain have contract .vith Clark Wash
ington Corp., of Jackson. Ala., but this con
tract has been signed for more tban 7 years 
and they advise us it wlll be arounci. 5 years 
yet before they can put in the line. 

We would like to get this contract canceled, 
l possible, as the Alabama Power has already 
got a line within 2 miles of Fountain and can
not come into Fountain account this con
tract. 

Anything you can do to help us wlll be 
appreciated. · 

Yours very truly, 
ORMOND DUNKIN, 

DEER PARK, ALA.,· April 10, 1947. 
Hon. FRANK BOYKIN, . . 

Congressman oj ·.lte United States, 
Washington, D. C. 

DEAR FRANK: The · enclosed petition is our 
latest move toward electric service in this 
area. We lElarned that the Mississippi Utility 
Co., now furnishing power to Chatom, would 
like to sell their lines. and wanted REA to 
tak1 the1n over. Chatom, however, knowing 
how consistently bad the service from R-EA 
ir this area is h ad petitioned the public serv
ice commission to allow Alabama Power Co. 
to take ·over th~de lines. · It looked like an 
opportunity for us as the high lines would 
likely come up No. 45 and right through Deer 
Park. 

We have sent the original petitions to the 
Alabama Public Service-Commission, and this 
copy to you is to let you know how in earnest 
we are about t.his service and in what num
bers. We feel that you will "go to bat" for 
us with the commission, and that 1s just 
exactly what we are asking· you to do. 

Your old friend and supporter. 
V. T. DEES. 

MARCH 10, 1947. 
To the Public Service Commission, Montgom

ery, Ala.: 
We, the undersigned citizens and taxpayers 

of Washington County, Ala., J:iereby petition 
your commission for immediate redress from 
both total lack of electric service for some 
and the irritating i-nadequate service for 
others now being served by the REA and the 
Mississippi Utility Co. 

Those undersigned now receiving service 
are unab~e to cook their meals at the proper 
time because of insufficient current, and 
those not receiving current have been wa1t-
1ng for years for promised service. Some 
even- have built and wired homes on the 
strength of th€se promises. 

We believe the Alabama Power Co. is able 
and willing_ to relieve the above distress. We 
have been so advised. We hereby petition 
you to permi~ the ·Alabama Power Co. to take 
over existing lines, and build additional lines 
to service this area . -

Arnett W Richards:m, Henry 0. 
Richardson, Blake B. Richard
son, Leroy A. Richardson, Mrs. 
Jacobena Richardson, Beatrice 
Graybill, · Walter F . Dees, V. T. 
Dees. Mary L. Dees. H. T . Baxter, 
Mrs. H. T . Cooley, Winfred Dees, 
Marion Dees, Irene K. Ritchie, J. 
C. Ritchie. Dovie Odom, Aron 
Odom, Joseph W. Odom, H. T. 
Cooley, George _D. Landrum, Car
rie B. Landrum, Rubeu L. Cooley, 
Norell M . Cooley, Frank Dees, W. 
A. Culpepper, J . R. Culpepper, 
James P. Stringer, J. L. Gardener, 
C. J. Davidson, T. J . Dees, John 
T . Davidson: A. C. Brown . Ellis 
Brewer. C. [>.. Ard, Roy Patrick, Lee 
Baxter, Clifford Dees, Wes Weaver, 
J. L. Lewis, 0. P. Lewis, C. R. 
Brewer, W. E. Mott, B. D. Baxter, 
R. A. Hennis, Dan Williams. Jr., 
Leroy Brown, Mrs. J . B, Stringer, 
Jim Stringer, Mat Copeland, M.D. 
McFarland , W. C. Scarbraug. C. 
W. Wood, Manna! Nickles, BJas 
Lane, James Woods, Elvara Smith, 
Mattie McKeller, George Mc
Donald, Daniel V. Turner, Ulesee 
Arso. Octavia Carter, Mary Francis 
Carter, Albert Turner, Clem Car
ter, Ike Turner, J. R. Woods, Mrs. 
Ernest Merritt, W. M. Williams, 
Peter Smallwood, Tom Mizel, G. C. 
Prine; Clinton Prine. Ernest E. 
Prine, Irvin Turner, Mrs. J.P. Tur
ner, Mrs. H. A. Baxter, B. U. Tur
ner, P. L. Tedder, ·Noodrow Mizell, 
Troy Turner, Woodrow Turner, 
G. H. Dees, Mrs. Ethel Dees, H. G. 
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Miller, C. B. Turner, Earl Woods, 
James Woods, Willle Hayes, Mer
rlll Milton, Troy Milton, J. A. 
Turner, Otto Batcher, Leo Lewis, 
Marton Simmons. 

MOBILE, ALA., April 12, 1947. 
Hon. FRANK W. BOYKIN, 

Member of Congress, 
House of Repre'sentatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR Mr. BOYKIN: I have resided in Mobile 

all of my life with the exception of the last 
5 years which I serve_d in the United States 
Marine Corps as an officer. 

Since my separation from the service I have 
started tlie development of a nursery and 
tung orchard near Silverhill, Ala. I intend, 
in the near future, to make my home in 
Baldwin County. 

I have located my business in a fine com
munity of people and have made friends 
with them all. In my conversations with 
them they have expressed their desire to 
have electrical power in their homes and 
have asked me to be their spokesman. I, 
too, am very interested in electrical power 
for my home and I urgently need it for the 
development of my nursery. 

This is why I am writing this letter, to 
solicit your help. I am sure that if there is 
anything you can possibly do for us you will 
not hesitate to do it. We all know that our 
community is not within your congressional 
district, but we also know that you have a 
deep interest tn your heart for the welfare 
of Baldwin County and its development. 

1 have enclosed a copy of the petition 
which we sent to the Baldwin County Electric 
Membership Corp. and also a copy of the let
ter we have written to your worthy colleague, 
the Honorable George Grant. 

Sincerely yours, 
E. R .. CALLOWAY, Jr. 

DAPHNE, ALA., April 8, 1947. 
Han. GEORGE GRANT, 

Member of Congress, 
House of Representatives, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR MR. GRANT: The members of our com

munity have petitioned the Baldwin County 
Electric Membership Corp., Robertsdale, 
Ala to extend their rural electrification 
lin~~ and services to our homes. This is the 
third time such a petition has been presented 
to the corporation. The first petition was 
made in 1938, the second shortly after the war 
was over, and a copy of the third is enclosed 
with this letter. · 

We haVF~ consulted Mr. Frank Schlichting, 
manager of the Baldwin County REA coop
erative at Robertsdale, Ala., recently. We 
presented our problem to Mr. Schlichting 
and he explained to us that the cooperative 
has on hand the necessary wire, poles, and 
meters to extend the lines to our homes. 
However, he further explained that it will be 
impossible to extend the services because of 
the acute shortage of high-capacity trans
formers. We understand that the substation 
at Silverhill, Ala., is overloaded to the point 
of danger, and that it wm be some time in 
the summer of 1948 before the cooperative 
expects delivery of the higher capacity trans
formers which would. have the capacity to 
carry electrical services to our homes. 

Mr. GRANT, we are tolerant people, and we 
have waited patiently since 1938 and through
out· the war for electrical power. We are 
within three-quarters of a mile from two dif
ferent power lines, and we feel that our com
munity, with seven famutes and representing 
some 35 people, merits the extension of the 
electrical power lines. 
· We know that you are a very busy man, but 
we feel sure that you wm be able to help us 
w1th this problem and we will be greatly in· 

debted to you for your kind attention to this 
which concerns our community deeply. 

E. R. CALLAWAY, Jr., 
Spokesman for Group, 

. Route 1, Daphne, Ala. 
[Enclosure: Copy of petition.] 

MARCH 25, 1947. 
Mr. FRANK ScHLICHTING, 

Baldwin County Electric Membership 
Cooper(!tive, Robertsdale, Ala. · 

DEAR SIR: We, the undersigned, do hereby 
petition the Baldwin County Electric Mem
bership Cooperative to extend their rural 
electrification lines to our homes. 

J. C. HILL, 
C. C. HILL, 
C. L. CREAMER, 
LYDIA CREAMER, 
W. E. NEWPORT, 
W. E. PERRY, 
E. R. CALLAWAY, Jr., 

Daphne, Ala. 

FOUNTAIN, ALA., April 15, 1947. 
Hon. FRANK W. BOYKIN, 

Wash i ngton, D. C. 
DEAR CONGRESSMAN: All the citizens Of this 

community, Fountain, Ala., stgned and paid 
the Clark Washington Electric Corp., of Jack
son, Ala., $7.50 each for lights several years 
ago and have not received any benefit yet. 

We have been informed that it will be from 
2 to 6 years longer before this ·orporr tton 
can serve us, because they will h :.ve to build 
a new line and power plant to furnish us · 
with electricity as their lines are already 
loaded. 

We are located only 2~ miles from the 
Alabama Power Co._'s line and wish to be 
furnished with their electricity, bUt they can
not bring it to us unless the Jackson Corp. 
will x:elease their franchise. . 

We are asking you to use your influence to 
g.et t-his corporation to release us and let the 
Alabama Power Co. furnish us with elec
tricity. 

We would greatly appreciate your infiuence 
and help to us in this matter. 

Thanking you, I am 
Yours very truly, 

!J. W. McBRIDE. 

FOUNTAlll, ALA., April 16, 1947. 
Hon. FRANK W. BOYKIN, 

Washington, D. C. 
DEAR CoNGRESSMAN: About 7~ years ago 

.the Clark Washington Electric~! Corp., or 
Jackson, Ala., accepted our initial fee and 
promised to give us service at once. 

Recent information received says that 1t 
might be 5 years before this corporation can 
serve us, as their line near us is already over
loaded, and a new substation is necessary. 

The Alabamf!, Power Co. will be only 3 miles 
from us when the line that they are working 
on is completed, and we are led to believe 
that they, the Alabama Power Co., will serve 
us on this line also. 

We know that you are an infiuential man, 
and that your opinions and ideas are appre
ciated by everyone in the State. Will you 
please use your influence in helping us to get 
a release from the Clark ashington Elec
trical Corp. and a permit from them for the, 
Alabama Power Corp. to serve us? 

We have around 50 families in our com
munity who need electricity. 

Thanking you, and 
Very respectfully yours, 

Mr. and Mrs. ERLE B. FAIRLY. 

FoUNTAIN, ALA., April 15, 1947. 
Hon. FRANK W. BOYKIN, 

Member of Congress, 
Washington, D. 0. 

DEAR SIR: Some time about 7¥.1 years ago 
my mother, Mrs. Annie McDonald, signed up 
With Clark Washington Electric Corp. to ob-

tain lights. Up to this ·date we have no 
Ughts. and from what we understand will be 
probably 6 ye~s before we do get any. Some
time last year the Alabama Power Co. made 
a survey in here and would h~ve put us 
lights in Fountain but, due to fact the cor
poration at Jackson, Ala., had franchise , 
were unable to do so. 

What we would like to do is to get release 
from the RWA Corp., at Jackson , Ala., so 
the Alabama Power can come in, and they 
have promised they will. 

If you can help us get this release it will 
be very much appreciated. 

Thanking you for any assistance you may 
give us. 

Yours very truly, 
GUY McDONALD. 

FOUNTAIN, ALA., April 15, 1947. 
Hon. F'l>ANK W. BOYKIN, 

Member of Congress, 
Washingto?t, D. C.: 

The people of Fountain are without power 
llne. We signed contract with Clark Wash
ington Electric Corp., of Jackson, Ala., REA 
7~ years ago. We have made several in
vestigations and they claim it will be 5 years 
before can arrange loan and get current in 
this territory. 

The Alabama Power Co. has a line within 
2 miles of Fountain, but claim cannot come 
into Fountain on account of our contract 
with REA. We will appreciate anything you 
can do for us in having this contract can
celed and getting the Alabama Po'Yer or some 
other corporation in this territory. 

Yours very truly, 
B. ROBINETTE. 

Mr. Speaker, picture with me the enor
mous generating capacity of the great 
TV A, available to our farmers from the 
North. Couple their production to the 
tremendous electrical capacity of the 
Gulf Power Co., entering our State ·from 
the great neighboring State of Florida 
in the South. Add to these the magical 
operation of the gigantic hydroelectric 
plants supplementing the most modern 
steam-driven turbo generators of , our 
own Alabama Power Co., never faltering, 
ever turning, ceaselessly and hummingly 
disp-atching a never-ending current of 
over a million kilowatts of electrical en
ergy-one and a third million-H. P.
out over the Alabama Power hi-lines, 
crossing and crisscrossing our State, all 
of which create a veritable empire of 
power, now existent-and available to 
the Rural Electrification Administrator
at one of the lowest wholesale power 
rates which he has· ever been able to con
tract for anywhere in the United States. 

Mr. Speaker, in order to assure mys~lf 
and my colleagues with respect to the 
actual availability of power necessary to 
relieve the distress and the overburden 
created by lack of power of the generat
ing co-ops, I posed a question to the 
chief engineer of the principal S\lpplier 
of the 87,000,000 kilowatt-hours pur
chased by the Alabama Electric Co-op 
last year. 

What follows is the telegraphic re
sponse to my inquiry: 

BIRMINGHAM, ALA., April 18, 1947. 
Han. FRANK BOYKIN, 

Member of Congress, 
House Office Building. 

Washington, D. C.: 
In response to your request: Alabama 

Power Co. has available capacity now in its 
110-:kllovolt transmission lines · on bo~ east 
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and west of the Alabama Electric Coopera
tive's system to supply all this cooper,lttive's 
needs now and for time to come. Each line 
has a capacity of 50,000 kilowatts, which is 
twice capacity of the cooperative's proposeq 
generating plant at Gantt. 

The only limiting factor now is the co
operative's connections to company's sys
tem. Company has offered to help them in 
any way possible to strengthen these connec
tions, and if cooperative wm accept com
pany's recommendations the immediate trou
bles can be corrected in 90 days .. 

The cooperative's 44,000-volt transmission 
lines are now of limited capacity and must 
be improved before good service to this co
operative's customers can be improved ir
respect ive of the source of power. 

If the cooperative will work with the com
pany it can relieve the present emergency 
with a new connection to company's no
kilovolt line from the east and within 12 to 
14 months extend taps from company's two 
major 110-kilovolt transmission lines to ap
proximate load centers of Alabama Electric 
Cooperative on the east and west and there 
install modern 110,000-44,000-volt substa
tions. It will require approximately 3 years 
to build a steam electric generating plant 
at Gantt located on one side of the Alabama 
Electric Cooperative's system and only 12 to 
14 months to provide high capacity connec
tions on both sides of the system from Ala
bama Power Co.'s 110-kilovolt transmission 
lines. 

There is no need for the construction of 
an REA generating plant as company is ready 
and willing to supply all present and future 
needs of this cooperative's at costs less than 
cost of power that might be so generated in 
a plant at Gantt. 

CHESTER GAUSE. 

You can therefore see, Mr. -Speaker, 
that we in Alabama do not need any more 
federally-paid-for power plants-we do 
not need to spend• any more Federal 
money whatever for generating equip
ment and we do not have to wait 3-
or maybe 5 years-to solve our immediate 
power problems. The immediate dis
tresses can be solved in 90 days-:with a 
local company and at the lowest-cost 
power in the United States. 

I want personally to see this Admin
istration in its every department of Gov
ernment use every last dollar available 
to the REA in the State of Alabama and 
in all other States throughout this Na:
tion in extending rural electrification to 
our every last farm. 

I want personally to see the Admin
istrator of the REA give the people in 
my district and elsewhere in Alabama 
what they want-a good dependable 
power source, and at once. 

The dirt-root farmers of Alabama and 
our other rural citizens want cheap elec
tric power, and it does not have to come 
from a bureaucratically imposed and 
"super-duper" supervised federally-paid
for power plant. 

My people in Alabama do need and 
they do actually want more rural electric 
co-ops, more rural electrification lines, 
more poles, more wires, more switches. 
They want to avail themselves now of 
the great quantities of cheap power now 
at hand, and transmit this low-cost 
energy to every farmer in Alabama. 

EXTENSION OF REMARKS 

Mr. JONES of Ohio asked and was 
given permission to extend the remarks 
he made in Committee of· the Whole and 

include certain tables and other extra
neous matter prepared by the Depart
ment of the Interior. 

Mr. MAcKINNON asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD and include some radio script. 

Mrs. LUSK <at the request of Mr. 
RooNEY) was given permission to revise 
and extend her remarks and include a 
telegram .. 

Mr. McCORMACK <at the request of 
Mr. RooNEY) was given permission to 
extend his remarks in the RECORD and in
clude an article on wool legislation. 

Mr. MURDOCK aske( and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD. 

Mr. BUChANAN asked and was given 
permission to extend his remarks in the 
RECORD and include an editorial entitled 
.. Canity and Steel" from the Washington 
Daily News. 

HOUR OF MEETING TOMORROW 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
ask unanimous consent that when the 

· House adjourns today it adjourn to meet 
at 11 o'clock t omorrow morning. 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Is there 
objection to the request of the gentleman 
from Ohio? 

There was no objection. 
LEAVE OF ABSE!'TCE 

By unanimous consent, leave of ab
sence was granted to Mr. JACKSON of Cal
ifornia, for Friday and Monday, April 
25 and 28, on account of offi.cial business. 

ENROLLED JOINT . RESOLUTION SIGNED 

Mr. LECOMPTE, from the Committee 
on House Administration, reported that 
that l.!ommittee had examined and found 
truly enrolled a joint resolution of the 
House of the following title, which was 
thereupon signed by the Speaker: 

H. J. Res. 140. Joint resolution to restore 
the name of Hoover Dam. 

EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 2 of rule XXIV, executive 
communications were taken from the 
Speaker's table and referred as follows: 

588. A letter from the Under Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting a draft of a pro
posed bill to authorize an emergency fund for 
the Bureau of Reclamation to assure ~he con
tinuous operation of its Irrigation and power 
systems; to the Committee on Public Lands. 

589. A letter from the Secretary of the 
Navy, transmitting a report of proposed do
nations to the Borough of Haddon Heights, 
N. J., and to the city of Pensacola. Fla.; to 
the Committee on Armed Services. 

590. A letter from the Under Secretary of 
the Interior, transmitting a printed copy of 
the Forty-sixth Annual Report of the Gover
nor of Puerto Rico for the fiscal year ended 
June 30. 1946; to the Committee on Public 
Lands. · 

591. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting drafts of 
proposed provisions pertaining to existing 
appropriations of the Navy Department (H. 
Doc. No. 215) ; to the Committee on Appro
priations and ordered to be printed. 

592. A letter from the Attorney General, 
transmitting request that the case of Alfredo 
Garofolo be withdrawn from those 1,187 cases 
involving suspension of deportation referred 
to in letter of January 15, 1947; to the Com
mit tee on the Judiciary. 

593. A letter from the Secretary of Com
merce, transmitting a draft of a proposed 
bill to provide basic authority for the per
formance of certain functions and activities 
of the Coast and Geodetic Survey, and for 
other purposes; to the Committee on Mer
chant Marine and Fisheries. 

594. A communication from the President 
of the United States. transmitting a revised 
estimate of appropriation for the fiscal year 
1948. involving a decrease of $220,000, for the 
legislative branch, Library of Congress (H. 
Doc. No. 216); to the Committee on Appro
priations and ordered. to be printed. 

595. A communication from the President 
of the United States, transmitting a supple
mental estimate of appropriation for the 
fiscal year 1948 in the amount of $5,420 for the 
judiciary (H. Doc. No. 217); to the Commit
tee on Appropriations and ordered to. be 

The SPEAKER announced his signa- printed. · 
ture to an enrolled bill of the Senate of 596. A communication from the President 
th f II · t'tl of the United States, transmitting a supple-

e 0 OWing 1 e: - mental estimate of appropriation for the fiscal 
S. 1009. An act to extend the time within year 1947 in the amount of $1,175.000 for the 

which the municipality of Fort Lauderdale, legislative branch, Government Printing Of
Broward County, ~a., may consummate the fice (H. Doc. No. 218): to the Committee on 
purchase of the Coast Guard site (commonly Appropriations and ordered to be printed. 
known as the Base Six property) which is 
located at Fort Lauderdale. 

BILLS PRESENTED TO THE PRESIDENT 

Mr. LECOMPTE, from the Committee 
on House Administration, reported that 
that committee did on April 23, 1947, 
present to the President, for his ap
proval, bills of the House of the following 
titles: 

H. R. 2102. An act to provide for a 6 
months' extension and final liquidation of 
the farm labor supply program, and for other 
purposes; and 

H. R. 2404. An act to suspend certain im
port taxes on copper. 

ADJOURNMENT 

Mr. JONES of Ohio. Mr. Speaker, I 
move that the House do now adjourn. 

The motion was agreed to; according
ly <at 6 o'clock and 13 minutes p. m.>, 
pursuant to its previous order, the House 
adjourned until tomorrow, Friday, April 
25, 1947, at 11 o'clock a. m. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PUBLIO 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to the proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. LECOMPTE: Committee on House Ad
ministration. House Resolution 191. Reso
lution to provide funds for the expenses of 
the investigation and study authorized by 
House Resolution 18; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 301) . Ordered to be printed. 

Mr. DONDERO: Committee on Public 
Works. H. R . 1874. A bill to amend the act 
entitled "An act to provide that the United 
States shall aid the States in the construc
tion of rural post roads, and for other pur
poses," approved July 11, 1916, as amended 
and supplemented, and for other purposes; 
without amendment (Rept. No. 302). Re
ferred to the Committee of the Whole House 
on the State of the Union. 
· Mr. DONDERO: Committee on Public 

·Works. H. R. 3029. A bill to provide for the 
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acquisition of a site and for preparation of 
plans and specifications for a courthouse to 
accommodate the United States Court of 
Appeals for the District of Columbia and the 
District Court of the United States for the 
District of · Columbia; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 303). Referred to the Committee 
of the Whole House on the State of the 
Union. 

Mr. ROBSION: Committee on the Judiciary. 
H. R. 3190. A bill to revise, codify, and en
act into positive law, title 18 of the United 
States Code, entitled "Crimes and Criminal 
Procedure," without amendment (Rept. No. 
304). Referred to the Committee of the 
Whole House on the State of the Union. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES ON PRIVATE 
BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS· 

Under clause 2 of rule XIII, reports of 
committees were delivered to the Clerk 
for printing and reference to ~he proper 
calendar, as follows: 

Mr. LECOMPTE: Committee on House Ad
ministration. House Resolution 182. Reso
lution authortZtng the payment of 6 months' 
salary and funeral expenses to the widow of 
the late R. C. Hicks; without amendment 
(Rept. No. 300). Ordered to be printed. 

PUBLIC. BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 3 of. rule xxn, public 
hills and resolutions were introduced and 
6everally referred as follows: 

By Mr. ROBSION: 
H. R. 3190. A bill to revise, codify, and en

act into positive law title 18 of the United 
States Code, entitled "Crimes and Criminal 
Procedure": to the Committee on the Judi-
ciary. . 

By Mr. ANDREWS of New York: 
' H. R. 3191. A bill to amend Public Law 301, 

Seventy-ninth Congress, approved February 
18, 1946, so as to extend the benefits of the 
Missing Persons Act, approved March 7, 1942 
(56 S~at. 143), as amended. to certain mem
bers of the organized military forces of the 
Government of the Commonwealth of the 
PhUippines; to the Committee on Armed 
Services. · 

By Mr. COLE of Kansas: 
H. R. 3192. A bill to establish a sinking 

fund for the payment of Government obliga
tions; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. D'EW ART: 
H. R. 3193. A bill to make the provisions of 

the Internal Revenue Code granting percent
age depletion with respect to vermiculite 
permanent; to the COmmittee on Ways and 
Means. 

H. R. 3194. A bill to amend the Reclamation 
Project Act of 1939; to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. KEOGH (by request): 
H. R. 3195. A bill to extend the coverage 

of Panama Canal employees eligible to the 
benefits of the act of March 2, 1931, chapter 
875, as amended, and for other purposes; to 
the Committee on Merchant Marine and 
Fisheries. 

By Mr. KILDAY: 
H. R. 3196. A bill to provide for the distri

bution of nonappropriated moneys derived 
from the operation of officers' clubs of the 
Army of the United States; to the Committee 
on Armed Services. 

By Mr. ROCKWELL: 
H. R. 3197. A blll to authorize the Secretary 

of the Interior to contract with the Mancos 
water conservancy district increasing the re
imbursable construction cost obligation of 
the district to the United States for construc
tion of the Mancos project and extending the 
repayment period; to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. HUGH D. SCOT!', JR.: 
H. R. 3198. A bUl to prQvide for recognition 

of the State oi Pennsylvania as a community
property State for Federal income-tax pur
poses; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

H. R. 3199. A bill to divide income between 
husband and wife for income-tax purposes; 
to the Committee on \\ ays and Means. 

By Mr. D'EWART: 
H. R. 3200. A bill to provide for the leasing 

of trust and restricted lands on the Crow 
Indian Reservation; to the Committee on 
Public Lands. 

By Mr. HAND: 
H. R. 3201. A bill to require approval by 

Congress of Executive agreements with re
spect to the reduction of tariff rates before 
the same become effective; to the Committee 
on Ways and Means. 

By Mr. REES: 
H. R. 3202. A blll prohibiting lithographing 

or engraving on envelopes sold by the Post 
Office Department, and for other purposes: 
to the Committee on Post Office and Civil 
Service. 

By Mr. WOLCOTT: 
H. R. 3203. A bill relative to maximum 

rents on housing accommodations; to re
peal certain provisions of Public Law 388, 
Seventy-ninth Congress, and for other pur
poses; to the Committee on Banking and 
Currency. 

By Mr. GILLETTE~ 
H. J. Res. 182. Joint resolution to author

Ize the issuance of a special series of stamps 
commemorating David ·Wilmot, author of the 
Wilmot proviso which was finally adopted as 
the thirteenth amendment to ·the Constitu
tion of the United States; to the committee 
on Post Office and Civil Service. · 

By Mr. HOFFMAN: 
H. Res. 196. Resolution providing tlle eX"

penses of conducting the studies and investi
_gations authorized by rule XI (1) (h) in
curred by the Committee on Expenditures in 
the Executive Depart'ments; to · the Com
mittee on House Administration. 

H.-Res. 197. Resolution providing the , ex
penses of conducting the studies .and in
vestigations authorized by Rule Xl (1) (h) 
incurred by th6- Comm1~tee on Expenditures 
in the Executive · Departments; to the Com
mittee on House Administration. 

H. Res. 198. Resolution providing tha.t the 
expenses of conducting the studies and in
vestigations authorize.d by House Resolution 
·us and House Resolution 135 of the Eightieth 
Congress shall be effective from February 13, 
1947; to · the Committee on House Admin
istration. 

MEMORIAL 

· Under clause 3 of rule XXII, a memo
rial was presented and referred as fol
lows: 

By the SPEAKER: Memorial of the Legis
lature of Costa Rica, memorializing the Pres
ident and the Congress of the United States 
with regard to expression of sympathy to 
the American people because of the Texas 
City tragedy; to the Committee on Foreign 
Affairs. 

PRIVATE BILLS AND RESOLUTIONS 

Under clause 1 of rule XXII, private 
bills and resolutions were introduced and 
severally referred as follows: 

By Mr. CUNNINGHAM: 
H. R. 3204. A blll providing for the pay

ment of the findings reported by the Court 
of Claims in favor of certain engineers, fire
men, mechanics, and laborers for extra time; 
to the Committee on the Judiciary. 

By Mr. D'ALESANDRO: 
H. R. 8205. A blll for the reUef of Frankie 

Stalnaker; to the Committee on the Judi• 
ciary. 

. By 1\{r. HULL: 
· B'.R. 320_6; A bUl for the reUef of the Wil

low River Fowet Co.; to the Committee on 
the Judiciary. · 
. By Mr. MASON: 

H. R. 3207. A blll for the relief of certain 
postal employees; to the Committee on the 
Judiciary. 

PETITIONS, ETC. 

Under clause 1 of rule xxn, petitions 
and papers were laid on the Clerk's desk 
~a referred as follows: 

372. By Mr. MARTIN of Massachusetts: 
Communication from Edward F. Doolan, re
gional director, Textile Workers Union of 
America, disclosing financial reports of local 
unions of the TWUA; to the Committee on 
Education and Labor. 

873. By Mr. SMITH of Wisconsin: Petition 
of a group of citizens of Milton, Wis., urging 
passage of S. 265, a bill to prohibit transporta
tion of alcoholic-beverage advertising in in
terstate commerce and the broadcasting of 
alcoholic-beverage advertising over the radio; 
to the Committee on Interstate and Foreign 
Commerce. 

. 374. By the SPEAKER: Petition of the del
egates from the Townsend Clubs of the First 
Congressio:i:t.al District of the State of Florida, 
petitioning consideration of their resolution 
with reference to endorsement of the Town
send plan, H. R. 16; to the Committee on 
Ways and Means. 

375. Also, petition of members of the Vic
tory Townsend Club, No. 13, St. Petersburg, 
Fla., petitioning consideration of their reso
lution . with reference to request for enact
ment of a uniform national insurance pro
gram; to the Committee on Ways and Means. 

376. Also, petition of Civil Rights Congress 
of New- .York, petitioning consideration of 
their resolution .with reference to opposition 

. of any legislative measures for ·.the. suppres
.sion .of the Communist Party; to ~he Com
mittee on On-American Activit ies. 

377. Also, petition of members of the St. 
P!'ltersburg Townsend ClUb, No.1, petitlo:iling 
consideration of .their resolution with refer
ence to request for enactment of a uniform 
national insurance program; to the CQm.mit
tee on Ways and Means. 

SENATE 
FRIDAY, APRIL 25, 19l7 

(Legislative day of Monday, April 21, 
1947) 

The Senate met at 12 o'clock meridian, 
on the expiration of the recess. 

The Chaplain, Rev. Peter Marshall, 
D. D., offered the following prayer: 

Our Father which art in Heaven, we 
pray for all the people of our country, 
that they may learn to appreciate more 
the goodly heritage that is .ours. We 
need to learn, in these challenging days, 
that to every right there is attached 
a duty and to every privilege an obliga
tion. We believe that, in the eternal 
order of things, Thou hast so ordained it, 
and what Thou hast joined together let 
us not try to put asunder. Teach us what 
freedom is. May we all learn the lesson 
that it is not the right to do as we please, 
but the opportunity to please to do what 
fs "right. Above all, may we discover that 
wherever the Spirit of the Lord is there 
is freedom. May we have that freedom 
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